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Case  management  pilot  projects  started  in  Windsor  and  Sault  Ste. 
Marie  on  September  4,  1990.  A  pilot  project  for  Toronto  is 
scheduled  to  begin  on  December  2,  1991.  There  are  different  ways 
to  measure  the  effect  of  these  projects,  including  the  impact  on 
legal  fees,  quality  of  litigation,  and  the  day-to-day  experiences 
of  judges,  lawyers,  court  staff  and  the  public.  Since  one  of  the 
fundamental  goals  of  case  management  is  that  the  time  required  to 
dispose  of  cases  should  be  reduced,  this  binder  represents  the 
Ministry's  effort  to  determine  the  pace  of  civil  litigation  in 
the  three  pilot  project  sites  before  the  projects  began.  The 
survey  contains  cases  commenced  by  way  of  statement  of  claim 
only.  Some  family  law  matters  which  were  commenced  by  way  of 
statement  of  claim  are  included.  A  separate  study  of  Toronto 
family  law  matters  including  a  larger  sample  of  statement  of 
claims  together  with  a  sample  of  divorce  and  application  files 
is  available. 

Information  was  gathered  from  the  courts  in  Peterborough  and 
Waterloo  for  comparison  purposes.  The  pace  of  litigation  may  be 
shortened  during  the  course  of  the  projects  for  reasons  other 
than  case  management.  A  look  at  these  courts  when  the  projects 
are  completed  will  reveal  whether  there  has  been  any  change  in 
the  pace  of  litigation  caused  by  other  forces  such  as  the 
economy,  regionalization  and  merger  of  the  courts,  or  no-fault 
automobile  insurance.  Since  only  one-eighth  of  the  cases  filed 
in  Toronto  will  be  included  in  that  project,  the  other  seven- 
eighths  of  the  cases  can  serve  as  control  cases  for  purposes  of 
comparison. 

Many  people  participated  in  the  preparation  of  this  binder. 

Ed  Finlan  assisted  in  the  early  stages  with  the  data  collection 
strategy  and  the  initial  survey  in  Windsor.  Professor  Carl  Baar, 
Ann  McDonald,  Professor  Garry  Watson,  Gord  Atlin,  Senior  Judge 
Beaulieu  and  Judge  Scullion,  Justice  LeSage  and  Justice  Van  Duzer 
of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Court  Reform  Evaluation  Subcommittee 
provided  encouragement,  analysis  and  helpful  comments  at  every 
stage  of  this  project. 

Craig  Seko  of  the  Canadian  Centre  for  Justice  Statistics  in 
Ottawa  provided  ideas  as  to  presentation  and  assisted  with  the 
method  of  calculation  for  combining  Supreme  and  District  Court 
statistics.  The  local  registrars,  including  Don  Lacombe  in 
Peterborough,  Robert  Gramlow  in  Waterloo,  Melba  Kinnunen  in  Sault 
Ste.  Marie,  Warren  Dunlop  in  Toronto  and  Isabelle  Lanoue  in 
Windsor  graciously  provided  space  and  time  to  allow  us  to  review 
court  files. 

Data  was  collected  at  the  court  sites  by  the  following 
individuals : 

Windsor  -  John  Twohig,  Ed  Finlan,  Mary  Chenier, 

Sheila  McDermott,  Nicole  St.  John 
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Sault  Ste.  Marie  -  Linda  Siegman,  Laurie  Jokelainen, 

John  Twohig 

Waterloo.  Peterborough  -  Grant  Goldrich,  John  Twohig, 
and  Toronto  Matthew  Garfield.  Debbie  Lachman 

also  assisted  in  data  collection 
with  respect  to  the  Toronto 
District  Court. 

Craig  Perkins,  Drew  Ritchie  and  Carolyn  Fitzgerald  gave  us  some 
useful  insight  with  respect  to  statistical  presentation,  and  Greg 
Hall  revised  some  of  the  charts  and  graphs  for  the  final  edition. 
Marlene  Mills  provided  secretarial  support. 

A  special  thanks  to  Grant  Goldrich  who  spent  countless  hours 
inputting  the  information  into  the  computer,  analysing  data  and 
preparing  various  charts  and  graphs .  Grant  is  now  a  permanent 
member  of  the  statistical  unit  in  Courts  Administration  working 
on  criminal  case  statistics. 


John  Twohig 
September  5,  1991 


( 


( 


i 


> 


I 


i 


METHODOLOGY 


The  central  concept  of  case  management  is  the  monitoring  of  cases 
from  the  date  of  filing  to  completion  in  order  to  improve  overall 
efficiency  and  reduce  delay.  While  there  may  be  many  other  side- 
effects  of  case  management  pilot  projects,  Ministry  officials 
determined  that  it  was  critical  that  we  be  in  a  position  to 
evaluate  the  effects  of  the  pilot  projects  in  terms  of  delay. 

The  central  question  became,  "Are  cases  processed  faster  under 
the  case  management  system?"  Unfortunately,  the  data  collected 
by  the  Ministry  at  the  present  time  does  not  measure  processing 
time,  and  therefore  delay.  The  statistics  which  are  gathered  are 
referred  to  as  aggregate  statistics  in  that  the  aggregate  number 
of  actions  commenced,  the  number  of  judgements  and  orders  issued, 
the  number  of  trials  and  motions  and  so  forth  are  listed,  but 
there  is  no  attempt  to  measure  the  time  processing  for  individual 
cases.  The  types  of  actions  are  not  broken  down,  other  than  to 
distinguish  between  motor  vehicle  actions,  and  in  Supreme  Court 
to  distinguish  divorces,  construction  liens,  and  family  and 
children's  law  cases. 

In  order  to  prepare  for  the  case  management  pilot  projects,  a 
data  collection  strategy  was  devised  in  June,  1989,  shortly  after 
the  pilot  project  sites  had  been  chosen.  A  copy  of  the  strategy 
is  attached  as  Appendix  A.  A  data  screen  was  developed  to 
capture  the  information  anticipated  to  be  found  in  each  file 
commenced  by  way  of  statement  of  claim.  A  copy  of  the  data 
screen  is  attached  as  Appendix  B.  This  appendix  also  makes 
reference  to  the  data  elements  which  were  actually  found.  It 
should  be  noted  that  some  of  the  data  elements  were  rarely 
available,  and  others  sometimes  available. 

The  sample  chosen  includes  cases  initiated  by  way  of  statement  of 
claim  only  on  and  after  January  2,  1986.  The  Windsor  Court  was 
chosen  as  a  site  to  do  a  trial  data  collection  survey.  The 
survey  began  on  Monday,  June  12,  1989  with  District  Court  cases 
chosen  in  consecutive  order  starting  on  January  2,  1986.  There 
were  400  District  Court  files  collected  in  this  manner,  with  the 
last  sample  case  being  filed  on  April  2,  1986.  On  July  17,  data 
collection  from  Supreme  Court  files  was  commenced.  200  Supreme 
Court  files  were  selected  in  consecutive  order  until  August  3, 
1989.  This  sample  consisted  of  files  filed  in  the  Supreme  Court 
between  January  2,  1986  and  May  2,  1986.  On  August  3,  1989,  the 
decision  was  made  to  select  every  tenth  file  filed  in  Supreme 
Court  on  and  after  May  2,  1986.  A  total  of  47  files  were 
selected  in  this  manner. 

Information  for  the  survey  was  inputted  directly  into  the 
computer.  There  were  no  hard  copies  kept  or  notes  made  of  the 
information  gathered.  The  641  files  collected  in  Windsor  were 
then  analyzed  and  inconsistencies  noted.  The  following  decisions 
were  made  to  ensure  data  integrity: 
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1)  Data  would  be  collected  from  the  files  and  transcribed  onto 
data  information  sheets  and  later  loaded  onto  the  computer. 

2)  All  data  collection  would  take  place  under  the  supervision 
of  either  John  Twohig  or  Grant  Goldrich.  In  fact, 
approximately  1,750  cases  were  collected  directly  by  these 
individuals .  Other  cases  included  in  the  survey  were 
collected  by  Ministry  litigation  clerks  experienced  in  all 
facets  of  civil  litigation  who  had  been  trained  on  the 
standard  sample  gathering  process. 

3)  All  cases  to  be  included  in  the  survey  attempt,  as  closely 
as  possible,  to  cover  all  of  the  1986  calendar  year. 

4)  The  data  elements  were  defined,  including  case  types  and 
dispositions. 

With  these  changes  in  mind,  a  data  sample  was  then  obtained  from 
the  Toronto  Supreme  Court  in  September,  1989.  Using  the  data 
elements  and  definitions  attached  at  Appendix  C,  the  Windsor  data 
was  reviewed,  corrected  and  updated  in  November,  1989.  A  summary 
which  describes  the'  sample  size  and  other  sample  characteristics 
is  attached  at  Appendix  D.  Appendix  D  indicates  when  the  samples 
were  obtained.  All  of  the  data  was  inputted  into  the  dBase  III 
program  by  Grant  Goldrich,  who  provided  a  quality  control  check 
to  ensure  that  any  obvious  errors  were  corrected. 

On  June  30,  1990,  all  cases  included  in  the  sample  which  were 
indicated  as  undisposed  were  pulled  from  all  five  court  sites  and 
updated.  Some  of  the  undisposed  cases  had  by  that  time  been 
disposed,  and  therefore  all  of  the  data  is  current  to  June  30, 
1990.  All  of  the  detailed  statistical  information  contained  in 
this  booklet  was  prepared  by  Grant  Goldrich  and  John  Twohig  after 
consultation  with  the  Evaluation  Subcommittee  of  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Court  Reform  chaired  by  Carl  Baar. 

A  summary  of  additional  information  concerning  each  court  site  is 
attached  at  Appendix  E. 
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APPENDIX  A 


1.0  OBJECTIVES  OF  THE  SURVEY 


1.1  E.UB.P.QSE 

To  establish  a  statistical  information  source  for 
each  civil  case  management  pilot  project  location 
that  describes  existing  civil  case  processing  in 
the  Supreme,  District  and  Family  courts. 


1.2  SPECIFIC  OBJECTIVES 

A.  To  collect  and  analyze  data  that  will  measure 
case  processing  time  for  each  step  in  the 
civil  trial  process  from  occurrence  to 
disposition. 

B.  To  collect,  and  analyze  data  that  identifies 
and  explains  the  major  causes  of  delay. 

C.  To  collect  and  analyze  data  that  will 
demonstrate  the  adequacy  of  court  resources 
for  the  purposes  of  handling  caseload. 


1.3  HOW  WILL  THE  DATA  BE  USED? 

To  provide  the  local  committees  in  each  location 
with  some  base  information  from  which  to  assess  the 
current  situation  and  recommend  changes. 

resources 

policy  and  practice  changes 
case  scheduling  techniques 

To  measure  against  proposed  time  periods  for  case 
processing  times,  for  different  types  of  cases 
(fast,  standard  and  complex  tracks). 

To  compare  case  processing  times  for  different 
types  of  cases,  different  locations,  different  time 
periods,  and  other  significant  variables. 

To  assess  the  need  for  on-going  data  collection 
efforts  to  supplement  existing  methods. 

To  provide  the  local  committee  with  management 
information  that  will  assist  in  evaluating  case 
management . 


APPENDIX  A 


-  2  - 


1.4  GLOSSARY  OF  TERMS 
CASE: 

Any  occurrence  brought  before  the  court. 

ACTIVE  CASE: 

A  case  that  has  not  been  disposed. 

DISPOSED  CASE: 

A  case  that  has  been  completed  in  court,  and 
in  respect  of  which  all  administrative 
functions  have  been  completed. 

CASE  PROCESSING  TIME: 

Total  elapsed  time  in  days,  from  the  date  the 
case  was  commenced  to  disposition. 

DELAY: 

The  amount  of  processing  time  that  exceeds  the 
tolerable  waiting  period. 

EVENT: 

Activity  that  happens  in  a  case.  The  major 
events  are: 

Occurrence  of  event 

Initiation  of  case 

Defence  filed 

Motions 

Pre-trial 

Trial 

Disposition 


DATA  COLLECTION  STRATEGY  AND  METHOD 


2 . 1  CASES  TO  BE  SURVEYED  AND  OTHER  RULES 

The  focus  of  this  data  collection  exercise  is  on 
civil  cases  in  the  Family,  District  and  Supreme 
Courts . 

Cases  to  be  included  in  the  sample  from  District 
and  Supreme  Court  are  motor  vehicle,  contract  debt, 
medical/professional  malpractice,  construction 
lien,  estates,  divorce,  family /children  law, 
bankruptcy,  trusts,  statutory  proceedings, 
extraordinary  remedies.  Also  included  are  Family 
Division  cases  that  are  brought  before  a  Provincial 
Court  judge:  family  law,  children's  law,  child 
protection,  adoption,  Young  Offenders  Act, 
Provincial  Offences  Act,  Support  and  Custody  Orders 
Enforcement  Act,  Reciprocal  Enforcement  of 
Maintenance  Orders  Act. 
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Sampling  at  311  Jarvis  Street  begins  on  May  15  and 
at  other  locations  on  June  1,  1989. 


2.2  CASE  PROCESSING  TIME 
2.2.1  Description 

Each  location  must  use  the  same  definition  of  case 
processing  time  and  the  major  events. 

To  determine  the  case  processing  time,  cases  that 
have  reached  disposition  will  be  included  in  the 
sample . 

The  samples  will  capture  the  elapsed  time  between 
all  significant  events  within  the  case. 

Various  types  of  cases  must  be  included  in  the 
sample . 


2.2.2  Source  of  Data 

In  all  locations,  cases  will  be  selected  in  the 
period  after  January  1,  1986  and  many  of  the  cases 
will  be  already  disposed  cases.  The  cases  will  be 
selected  in  numeric  sequence. 


2.2.3  Collection  Procedures 

1.  Obtain  information  for  all  cases  from  the  time 
dates  prescribed  in  each  location. 

2.  Transcribe  the  required  data  from  the  file  to 
the  dBase  III  system. 

3.  Keep  track  of  information  not  found  in  the 
file  on  a  separate  sheet. 

4.  Review  information  not  found  with  trial  co¬ 
ordinator  to  determine  where  it  can  be 
located. 

5.  Record  all  new  information  in  dBase  III 
system . 
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2.3  CAUSES  OF  DELAY 

2.3.1  Description 

A  "cause  of  delay"  is  any  reason  that  lengthens 
the  case  processing  time. 

Each  location  must  use  the  same  definition  of 
causes  of  delay  and  the  major  events. 


2.4  CASELOAD  CHARACTERISTICS 

2.4.1  Current  Caseload  Volumes 

The  current  caseload  volumes  for  each  location  will 
be  established.  Statistics  are  currently  available 
for  number  of  cases  filed  during  a  given  period. 

Begin  pending  stats  that  determine  the  number 
of  cases  pending  at  the  beginning  of  the 
survey  that  had  been  filed  and  had  not  been 
disposed . 

End  pending  stat  that  determines  the  number  of 
cases  pending  at  the  end  of  the  survey. 

Clearance  rate  stat  that  indicates  the  ratio 
of  the  number  of  dispositions  compared  to  the 
number  of  filings. 

The  data  collection  survey  will  provide  the  median 
age  of  disposed  cases  statistic  that  indicates  the 
cases  that  are  shown  as  disposed  during  the  survey 
period. 


ANALYSIS  AND  REPORTS 


REPORTS 

From  the  large  volume  of  data  that  will  be 
collected,  a  number  of  basic  reports  will  be 
produced.  They  will  be  available  for  all  pilot 
locations  on  a  routine  basis. 


3.1 


APPENDIX  A 


3.1.1  Summary  Reports /Location 

The  types  of  reports  that  may  be  produced  include: 

1.  Case  processing  times  by  type  of  case. 

2.  Number  of  activities  before  trial  date  is  set. 

3.  Percent  of  pending  cases  by  age. 

4.  Elapsed  time  from  case  being  commenced  to  the 
case  set  down  for  trial. 

5.  Number  of  pre-trials. 

6.  Number  of  trials  set. 

7.  Actual  vs.  scheduled  trial/preliminary  times. 

8.  Number  of  motions  and  days  prior  to  trial. 


3.1.2  Detailed  Analysis  Reports 

In  addition  to  basic  reports,  it  will  be  possible 
to  produce  a  number  of  more  analytical  or  "what  if" 
type  reports  which  may  explain  certain  character¬ 
istics  of  each  process. 

The  types  of  reports  that  may  be  included  in  this 
category  are: 

1.  Effect  of  pre-trials  in  time  to  disposition. 

2.  Impact  of  lengthy  disposition  time. 

3.  Impact  on  the  length  of  trial. 


DATA  ELEMENTS 
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o 

1. 

DATE  TODAY 

o 

2. 

INITIALS 

0 

3. 

CRT  LOC 

o 

4. 

CASE  ID  NO. 

o 

5. 

PL/NAME 

o 

6. 

PL/LAWYER 

o 

7. 

DEF  NAME 

o 

6. 

DEF  LAWYER 

-f 

9. 

DATE  ACT 

o 

10. 

DT  PR  FILED 

+ 

11. 

DT  OF  SERV 

o 

12. 

CLAIM  THIR 

+ 

13. 

JURY-NON 

• 

14. 

F  DT-EXAM 

• 

15. 

L  DT-EXAM 

+ 

16. 

STAT-FDT 

+ 

17. 

STAT-LDT 

+ 

18. 

NO  STAT-HR 

o 

19. 

AMT-CLAIM 

• 

20. 

ASS  FCRT 

• 

21. 

ASS  LCRT 

• 

22. 

NO  APP  ASS 

o 

23. 

CASE  TYPE 

o 

24. 

DT-DEFENCE 

+ 

25. 

NO  MOTIONS 

• 

26. 

NO  ADJ  MOT 

+ 

27. 

DT  AS  PTR 

• 

28. 

F-PR-DT 

o 

29. 

ACT-PRT-DT 

o 

30. 

TRIAL  RECD 

o 

31. 

NOT  UST 

o 

32. 

F  T  DTSET 

• 

33. 

L  T  DTSET 

o 

34. 

DT  TR  B 

0 

35. 

DT  TR  E 

o 

36. 

NO-TR-DAYS 

• 

37. 

NO-TR-EST 

o 

38. 

* 

TYP-DISP 

o 

39. 

DISP-OCC 

o 

40. 

DT-J-CRT 

o 

41. 

DT-OR-ISSU 

o 

42. 

NOTES 

the  reviewer  should  indicate  the  day  upon  which  the  file  is  reviewed 
(shown  as  MONTH,  DAY  YEAR). 

the  reviewer  should  place  his  or  her  initials  in  this  category, 
in  all  cases,  this  should  show  WINDSOR, 
here  the  court  file  number  should  be  shown, 
the  plaintiff’s  name  is  inserted  in  this  field. 

plaintiff’s  lawyer  should  be  shown  here,  if  there  is  a  change  of  solicitors 

during  the  course  of  the  litigation,  this  should  be  indicated. 

the  name  of  the  defendants  are  to  be  inserted  here. 

the  defendant’s  lawyer  to  be  inserted  here  and  if  there  is  a  change  of  lawyer, 

this  should  be  included. 

the  date  the  cause  of  action  arose  is  to  be  inserted  here.  For  motor  vehicle 

accidents,  this  will  be  the  date  of  the  motor  vehicle  accident,  or  for  wrongful 

dismissal  cases,  the  date  the  employee  was  fired.  Where  difficulty  is 

encountered  in  obtaining  the  date,  this  should  be  indicated. 

the  date  that  the  statement  was  issued  or  filed  with  the  court. 

date  of  service  of  a  statement  of  claim.  It  is  recognized  that  this  information 

may  not  always  be  available. 

the  names  of  third  parties  and  the  date  of  issuance  are  to  be  included  here. 

Indicate  whether  a  Jury  or  non-jury  case. 

the  first  date  of  examination  for  discovery  should  be  Indicated. 

the  last  day  of  examination  for  discovery  should  be  shown  here. 

the  first  date  for  a  status  hearing  should  be  shown  here. 

the  last  day  for  a  status  hearing  should  be  shown  here  in  this  slot. 

is  the  number  of  status  hearings  held  in  a  case. 

this  should  be  broken  down  as  special  damages  (S),  general  damages  (G), 

punitive  damages  (P)  and  exemplary  damages  (E). 

refers  to  the  first  assignment  court  date. 

the  last  assignment  court  date. 

the  number  of  appearances  In  assignment  court. 

reference  should  be  made  here  to  the  case  type  and  definitions. 

date  the  statement  of  defence  is  served  is  inserted  here. 

the  number  of  separate  motions  brought  within  a  case  should  be  noted. 

the  number  of  adjournments  in  total  relating  to  all  motions. 

the  date  that  a  matter  was  assigned  to  a  pretrial.  In  Windsor,  this  cannot  be 

determined  and  should  be  ignored. 

should  be  used  if  more  than  one  pretrial  date,  otherwise  should  be  ignored. 

the  date  of  the  actual  pretrial. 

date  of  filing  of  the  trial  record. 

the  date  the  case  was  listed  for  trial. 

first  date  set  for  trial. 

last  trial  date. 

date  trial  began. 

date  trial  ended. 

number  of  trial  days. 

number  of  trial  days  estimated  by  plaintiff. 

type  of  disposition.  Reference  should  be  made  to  the  types  of  disposition 

definitions  attached. 

date  disposition  occurred. 

date  the  judgment  of  the  court  was  Issued. 

date  on  which  any  order  was  Issued. 

are  any  notes  which  should  be  made  about  any  particular  file. 


•  Rarely  Available 
+  Sometimes  Available 
o  Usually  Available 


APPENDIX  C 


TYPES  OF  CASES 


MOTOR  VEHICLE:  All  claims  based  on  tort  or  contract  claiming  damages  arising  from  the  operation  of  a 
motor  vehicle.  Includes  all  claims  for  property  damages  and  personal  injury  and  claims  by  an  Insured  for 
failure  to  pay  on  an  insurance  contract  for  damages  arising  out  of  motor  vehicle  accidents. 

COLLECTION:  Includes  all  claims  for  liquidated  damages  arising  from  a  failure  to  pay  a  promissory  note, 
simple  demand  on  a  contract  and  other  claims  based  on  bills  and  notes.  Includes  money  owing  for  work 
done,  goods  delivered  or  services  performed  where  the  amount  claimed  is  a  sum  certain.  May  also  be 
referred  to  as  debtor/creditor,  but  is  not  to  include  bankruptcy  cases  or  claim  for  arrears  of  rent  or  claims 
based  on  a  mortgage. 

CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL-  Includes  all  cases  where  there  is  a  claim  for  damages  arising  from  a  breach 
of  contract.  Unlike  the  collection  category,  the  damages  claims  are  general  damages:  that  is  to  say,  that 
the  amount  claimed  is  not  a  sum  certain  that  can  be  calculated  according  to  an  agreed  formula  found  in 
the  contract.  Caution  should  be  taken  to  distinguish  these  cases  from  construction  lien  claims  and  all  other 
cases  based  on  specific  types  of  contracts  such  as  claims  under  a  mortgage,  commercial  lease  agreements, 
and  other  claims  involving  real  property.  These  claims  should  also  be  distinguished  from  claims  for  wrongful 
dismissal. 

CONSTRUCTION  UENS:  All  claims  made  under  the  Construction  Lien  Act. 

MEDICAL/PROFESSIONAL  MALPRACTICE:  All  claims  founded  in  negligence  against  any  health  professional 
or  health  organization  or  institution.  Also  included  in  this  category  are  claims  in  negligence  against  other 
professionals,  such  as  lawyers,  engineers,  accountants,  architects,  etc. 

ESTATES:  Does  not  include  claims  based  on  contract  or  tort,  or  any  other  basis  brought  by  the  estate  of 
a  deceased.  Should  include  only  disputes  involving  the  division  of  assets  or  estates,  the  authority  of 
executors  and  administrators,  will  interpretations,  contested  assessments  and  passing  of  accounts,  etc. 

BANKRUPTCY:  Does  not  Include  simple  actions  brought  by  or  against  a  bankrupt's  estate  unless  the  issues 
go  to  the  authority  of  the  bankrupt’s  trustee  or  a  contest  as  to  the  priority  of  claims.  Includes  proceedings 
concerning  petitions  for  bankruptcy. 

REAL  PROPERTY:  Includes  mortgages,  foreclosures  and  forced  sales,  disputes  involving  commercial  leases 
and  agreements  of  purchase  and  sale.  Generally,  ail  claims  involving  ownership,  use  and  enjoyment  of  real 
property,  but  should  not  include  claims  for  damages  to  property  based  on  negligence  or  contract. 

LANDLORD  &  TENANT  RESIDENTIAL  Residential  tenancy  disputes  involving  arrears  of  rent,  damages  to 
property,  failure  to  repair,  lease,  interpretations  of  lease,  etc. 

NEGLIGENCE:  Includes  all  claims  based  on  negligence  which  have  not  been  included  in  motor  vehicle, 
medical/professional  malpractice  and  should  include  damages  for  both  personal  and  property  damage. 
Includes  such  categories  as  slip  and  fall,  trespass,  assault,  or  assault  and  battery,  false  arrest/imprisonment, 
product,  product  liability,  defamation,  libel  and  slander,  wrongful  conversion  and  conspiracy/fraud. 

WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL  Includes  all  claims  for  damages  by  a  former  employee  against  an  employer  for 
wrongful  dismissal. 

TRUST  /FIDUCIARY  DUTIES:  Includes  all  claims  which  are  solely  or  along  wtth  contract  or  negligence 
founded  upon  a  claim  for  breach  of  trust  or  fiduciary  duty. 

FAMILY  LAW/CHILDREN'S  LAW:  Includes  all  claims  made  under  the  Family  Law  Act  or  the  Children's  Law 
Act,  including  claims  for  custody,  support,  and  the  division  of  assets.  Where  a  claim  is  also  joined  to  a 
petition  for  divorce,  this  should  be  so  indicated. 


APPENDIX  C 


TYPES  OF  DISPOSITION 


The  potential  dispositions  that  may  be  encountered  are  as  follows: 

NO  DISPOSmON  (N.D.):  This  category  should  be  used  when  there  is  no  apparent  judgment  order  or  notice 
of  dismissal,  or  some  type  of  final  action  taken  by  the  court  In  relation  to  a  case.  Cases  In  this  category  will 
then  be  analyzed  as  to  whether  there  was  a  statement  of  defence  filed  and  as  to  the  age  of  the  case. 

DEFAULT:  These  include  all  cases  where  a  default  judgment  or  order  was  obtained. 

DISMISSAL  Caution  must  be  taken  when  using  this  categorization.  Often  cases  will  be  dismissed  after  an 
agreement  or  settlement  has  been  reached  by  the  parties.  In  such  a  situation,  the  true  disposition  is  a 
settlement  which  results  in  a  dismissal  of  a  case.  The  dismissal  categorization  should  be  used  only  where 
a  case  is  dismissed  by  the  court  for  want  of  action,  or  some  conduct  on  the  part  of  one  of  the  parties.  This 
includes  cases  which  are  struck  off  the  trial  list  by  the  court. 

SETTLEMENT:  This  will  be  the  largest  single  category.  It  includes  a  consent  settlement  before  trial, 
settlements  during  trial,  and  motions  to  discontinue  as  a  result  of  a  settlement.  As  with  the  other  disposition 
types,  once  categorization  has  been  made,  the  next  Important  factor  is  to  determine  the  time  when  the 
disposition  was  obtained.  We  are  interested  not  only  in  whether  there  was  a  settlement,  but  whether  that 
settlement  occurred  before  the  pleadings  were  closed,  or  after  a  pretrial,  etc. 

TRIAL  This  category  includes  only  those  cases  which  involved  a  full  trial,  and  resulted  in  a  decision  or 
judgment  of  the  court.  Those  cases  which  resulted  in  a  trial  should  not  be  included  in  this  category. 
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Executive  Summary 


This  paper  provides  a  brief  review  of  the  time  required  to 
move  civil  cases  through  the  court  system.  The  statistics 
have  been  gathered  from  the  supreme  and  district  court  in 
Toronto,  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Windsor,  Peterborough  and  Waterloo. 
All  times  recorded  in  this  paper  have  been  calculated  using  a 
weighted  mean.  The  cases  in  this  survey  were  chosen 
randomly  from  Statements  of  Claim  filed  between  January  2,  1986 
and  December  31.  1986.  All  the  information  is  current  to 


June  30,  1990. 


Ontario 

Sample  Characteristics 


Number  of  Cases 


Total  Number  of  Claims  Filed 

79,210 

Disposed  Cases 

2093 

...  that  were  Defended 

1096 

62% 

Undisposed  Cues 

666 

...  that  were  Defended 

197 

29% 

> 


Mean  Time  (accumulative) 

from  Filing  to  each  Stage  of  Litigation 

Disposed  and  Defended  Cases 


Mean  Time  (Days) 


Defence  Listing  Pre-Trial  Trial 


Stage  of  Litigation 


Mean  Time  to  Disposition  for 
Defended  and  Disposed  Cases 

Mean  Time  for  Default  Cases 


Days 

616 

170 


Stages  of  Litigation 
Defence 
Listing 
Pre-Trial 
Trial 


Number  of  Cases 
1096 
4  22 
238 
40 


Appendix  A 


The  following  is  a  sample  calcuation  for  the  weighted 
mean.  The  data  used  will  be  from  the  time  of 
Filing  to  Pre-trial  at  a  Toronto  court. 


Tiwmkin, 

Tbumlwi  <*!> 

Awnayi,  Jmjb 

ofia 

bampL  Coma 

District  court 

652 

36 

27,000 

Supreme  court 

616 

21 

8.090 

Tfluvn,'. 


(27.000  *  652)  1  (8.090  *  616)  =  644  days 

(27,000  +  8,090) 


The  average  time  from  Filing  to  Pre-trial 
in  a  Toronto  court  is  644  days. 


Appendix  B 

Table  of  Onlano  court  (General  Division) 

Statement  of  Claim  filings  between  April  1909  and  March  1990 


Cwunl  bit 

TlnmU\  Clturru>  jrttd 

Onlano 

114.240 

Toronto 

49.481 

Ottawa- Carlton 

7.565 

Hamilton-Wentworth 

6.612 

Middlesex 

6.302 

Peel 

5.725 

Waterloo 

4.252 

Essex 

4.115 

York  Region 

2.388 

Durham 

2.267 

Simcoe 

2.192 

Sudbury 

1.977 

Thunder  Bay 

1.958 

Niagara  South 

1.66S 

Hallon 

1.668 

Niagara  North 

1.591 

Alogona 

1.129 

Pronlenac 

855 

Peterborough 

845 

Nipissing 

828 

Brant 

815 

Wellington 

785 

Cocharane 

773 

Kent 

768 

Hastings 

621 

Lamblon 

616 

Kencra 

482 

Stormont.  Dundas  k  Glengarry 

468 

Grey 

460 

Oxford 

404 

Northumberland 

383 

Renfrew 

356 

Timiskaming 

355 

Elgin 

340 

Victoria  k  Haliburton 

331 

Leeds  k  Grenville 

315 

Muskoka 

309 

Duffenn 

305 

Bruce 

282 

Norfolk 

266 

Perth 

236 

Prescott  k  Russell 

228 

Lanark 

198 

Huron 

172 

Heldimand 

150 

Parry  Sound 

124 

Lennox  k  Addington 

106 

Rainy  River 

79 

Pnnce  Edward 

72 

Mamloulm 

22 

(PvxwrJ, 

43.31% 
6.62% 
579% 
5.52% 
5.01% 
3.72% 
3  60% 
2.09% 
1.98% 
1.92% 
1.73% 
1.71% 

1  46% 

1  46% 
1.39% 
0  99% 
C  75% 

0  74% 
0  72% 
0  71% 
0  69% 
0  68% 
0.67% 
0.54% 
0  54% 
0  42% 
0  41% 
0  40% 
0.35% 
0  34% 
0.31% 
0  31% 
0.30% 
0  29% 
0  28% 
0.27% 
0.27% 
0.25% 
0.23% 
0.21% 
0  20% 
0  17% 

0  15% 
0  13% 
0  11% 
0  09% 

0  07% 

0  06% 

0  02% 
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Small  Town  Courts 

Sample  Characteristics 


Number  of  Cases 


Total  Number  of  Claims  Filed 

1,669 

Disposed  Cases 

427 

...  that  were  Defended 

194 

44% 

Undisposed  Cases 

137 

...  that  were  Defended 

39 

29% 

4 


4 


Mean  Time  (accumulative) 

from  Filing  to  each  Stage  of  Litigation 

Disposed  and  Defended  Cases 

Mean  Time  (Days) 


700 


642 


497 


600  - 


600 


400- 


300 


200 


100  - 


Defence 


Listing  Pre-Trial 

Stage  of  Litigation 


688 


Trial 


Mean  Time  to  Disposition  for 
Defended  and  Disposed  Cases 

Mean  Time  for  Default  Cases 

Stages  of  Litigation 
Defence 
Listing 
Pre-Trial 
Trial 


Days 


639 

77 


Number  of  Cases 
194 
96 
77 
10 


i 
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Case  Management  Tracks 

Filing  to  Disposition  Times 


Number  of  Cates 


162 


I  ■  — 1  “  I 

Fast  (0  -  220)  Standard  (220  -  370)  Complex  (370  ♦) 


Track  Type 


Defended  and  Disposed  Cases  only. 

This  graph  shows  the  distribution  of  cases 
commenced  by  statment  of  claim  in  this  sample 
within  the  proposed  Case  Management  tracts. 
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Mid-Size  Town  Courts 

Sample  Characteristics 


Number  of  Cases 


Total  Number  of  Claims  Filed 

6,923 

Disposed  Cases 

940 

...  that  were  Defended 

617 

66% 

Undisposed  Cases 

266 

...  that  were  Defended 

76 

29% 

( 


Mean  Time  (accumulative) 

from  Filing  to  each  Stage  of  Litigation 

Disposed  and  Defended  Cases-Peterborough 


Mean  Time  (Daye) 


Defence  Listing  Pre-Trial  Trial 


Stage  of  Litigation 


Mean  Time  to  Disposition  for 
Defended  and  Disposed  Cases 

Mean  Time  for  Default  Cases 


Days 

643 

164 


Stages  of  Litigation 
Defence 
Listing 
Pre-Trial 
Trial 


Number  of  Cases 
617 
178 
104 


21 


( 


< 


i 


Case  Management  Tracks 

Filing  to  Disposition  Times 


Number  of  Caeee 


Fast  (0  -  220)  Standard  (220  -  640)  Complex  (640  ♦) 

Track  Type 


Defended  and  Disposed  Cases  only. 

This  graph  shows  the  distribution  of  cases 
commenced  by  statment  of  claim  in  this  sample 
within  the  proposed  Case  Management  tracts. 
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CIVIL  COURTS  IN  CANADA 
STATISTICS  CANADA 

CANADIAN  CENTRE  FOR  JUSTICE  STATISTICS 
MINISTRY  OF  SUPPLY  AND  SERVICES  CANADA,  1985 


REPRODUCED  WITH  THE  PERMISSION  OF  THE 


MINISTRY  OF  SUPPLY  AND  SERVICES  CANADA,  1990 
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I 


Ontario 


I.  SUPREME  COURT:  COURT  OF  APPEAL 


71 


A.  Composition  of  the  Court 

This  Court  is  established  by  the  Courts  of  Justice 
Act,  S  O.  1984  The  Court  of  Appeal  consists  of  the 
Chief  Justice  of  Ontario,  the  Associate  Chief  Justice 
and  14  other  justices  who  are  appointed  federally  by 
the  Governor  in  Council.  There  are  three 
supernumerary  justices  for  the  Court  of  Appeal. 

The  Court  generally  sits  with  a  quorum  of  three 
justices,  and  on  occasion  with  five.  It  may  sit  with 
one  or  more  divisions  of  three  justices. 

B.  Geographic  Distribution 

The  Court  of  Appeal  sits  on  a  regular  basis  in 
Toronto  and  hears  inmate  appeals  in  Kingston  once  a 
month. 

C.  Jurisdiction  of  Justices 

The  Court  of  Appeal  is  a  superior  court  of  record  with 
appellate  jurisdiction  in  both  civil  and  criminal 
matters. 

An  appeal  lies  to  the  Court  of  Appeal  from: 

•  an  order  of  the  Divisional  Court,  on  a  question 
that  is  not  a  question  of  fact  alone; 

•  a  final  order  of  a  judge  of  the  High  Court,  except 
an  order  of  a  High  Court  judge  where  the 
payment  of  money  is  less  than  $25,000 
pursuant  to  the  Divorce  Act;  and 

•  a  final  order  of  a  local  judge  of  the  High  Court, 
except  where  the  order  could  have  been  made 
by  a  master. 

D.  Jurisdiction  and  Duties  of  the  Registrar 

The  Registrar  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  has  similar 
duties  to  those  described  for  the  Registrar  of  the 
High  Court  of  Justice. 


II.  SUPREME  COURT:  HIGH  COURTOF 
JUSTICE 


A.  Composition  of  the  Court 

This  Court  is  established  by  the  Courts  of  Justice 
Act,  S  O  1984.  The  Court  consists  of  the  Chief 
Justice  of  the  High  Court,  the  Associate  Chief 
Justice  of  the  High  Court  and  46  other  judges 
appointed  federally  by  the  Governor  in  Council 


There  are  nine  supernumerary  judges  for  the  High 
Court. 

B.  Geographic  Distribution 

The  High  Court  of  Justice  sits  continuously  in 
Toronto,  and  on  circuit  at  least  twice  a  year  in  every 
county  or  district  in  the  province.  This  represents  48 
circuit  court  locations,  all  with  permanent  Supreme 
Court  registries 

C.  Jurisdiction  of  Judges 
Civil  Jurisdiction 

The  High  Court  has  jurisdiction  in  all  civil  matters 
not  excluded  by  statute.  Civil  jurisdiction  is 
unlimited  as  to  the  monetary  amount  involved,  but 
cases  generally  deal  with  financial  disputes  over 
$25,000. 

Appeals  on  civil  cases  heard  by  the  High  Court  are  to 
the  Divisional  Court  in  divorce  matters,  and  to  the 
Court  of  Appeal  in  all  other  matters. 

Criminal  Jurisdiction 

The  High  Court  has  jurisdiction  over  all  indictable 
offences,  and  exclusive  jurisdiction  for  indictable 
offences  under  S  427  of  the  Criminal  Code.  These 
include  treason,  murder,  mutiny  and  corrupting 
justice.  All  of  these  offences  require  a  trial  by  judge 
and  jury. 

Appeals  on  criminal  cases  heard  by  the  High  Court 
are  to  the  Court  of  Appeal. 

D.  Jurisdiction  of  Local  Judges 

Every  District  Court  judge  may  be  appointed  as  a 
local  judge  of  the  High  Court.  Subject  to  the  Rules  of 
Civil  Procedure,  every  local  judge  has  all  the 
jurisdiction  of  a  judge  of  the  High  Court  to  hear  and 
determine  actions  under  the  Divorce  Act  (Canada) 
and,  where  a  claim  for  other  relief  is  joined  in  a 
petition  for  divorce,  a  local  judge  has  the  same 
jurisdiction  to  hear  and  determine  the  claim  as  a 
judge  of  the  High  Court.  Every  local  judge  has  the 
jurisdiction  conferred  by  the  Rules  of  Civil 
Procedure. 

E.  Jurisdiction  and  Duties  of  Masters  and 
Registrars 

In  Ontario,  both  masters  and  registrars  are 
appointed  by  the  Lieutenant  Governor  in  Council 
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Masters  are  judicial  officers  and  under  the  Rules  of 
Civil  Procedure  can  hear  any  motion  in  a  proceeding 
in  the  Supreme  Court.  Masters  have  all  the 
jurisdiction  of  a  High  Court  judge  in  respect  of  a 
motion,  except: 

•  a  motion  where  the  power  to  grant  the  relief 
sought  is  conferred  expressly  on  a  High  Court 
judge, 

•  a  motion  to  set  aside,  vary  or  amend  an  order  of 
a  High  Court  judge  or  local  judge, 

•  a  motion  relating  to  the  security  of  the  subject; 

•  a  motion  for  judicial  review;  or 

•  a  motion  in  an  appeal. 

Additionally,  all  masters  are  assessment  officers  in 
party/party  and  solicitor/client  assessments,  and  can 
act  as  referees  on  a  reference. 

The  jurisdiction  and  duties  of  registrars  and  deputy 
registrars  include: 

•  ensuring  that  all  filings  in  the  Supreme  and 
District  Courts  are  in  accordance  with  the 
Rules  of  Civil  Procedure, 

•  advising  the  legal  profession  and  general  public 
of  procedural  requirements; 

•  supervising  persons  employed  in  the  Office  of 
the  Registrar, 

•  processing  actions  in  Supreme,  District  and 
Surrogate  Courts, 

•  signing  documents  including  orders,  default 
and  interlocutory  judgements,  mortgage 
foreclosures  and  judgements  resulting  from 
court  decisions; 

•  issuing  and  signing  writs  of  seizure  and  sale 
and  writs  of  possession; 

•  collecting  and  accounting  for  all  fees  payable  in 
the  Supreme  Court; 

•  acting  as  Official  Examiner. 

•  acting  as  assessment  officers  in  party/party  and 
solicitor/client  assessments,  and 

•  conducting  Landlord  and  Tenant  hearings 


In  Toronto  there  are  separate  Supreme,  District  and 
Surrogate  Court  registries  Outside  of  Toronto  these 
registries  are  combined  and  a  single  registrar  is 
appointed 

F.  Jurisdiction  and  Duties  of  Family  Law' 
Commissioners 

In  1978,  the  office  of  Family  Law  Commissioner  was 
created  to  help  with  the  backlog  of  divorce  cases 
Unique  to  the  High  Court  of  Justice  and  the  District 
Court,  the  commissioner’s  jurisdiction  has  become 
extensive  in  family  law  matters.  There  are  two 
commissioners  in  Toronto,  one  in  Ottawa  and  two 
part-time  commissioners,  also  in  Toronto  The 
commissioners  may  only  work  in  Toronto  and 
Ottawa. 

Commissioners  may  preside  over  hearings  referred 
to  them  by  High  Court  or  District  Court  judges  on 
consent  of  both  parties.  The  commissioner  submits  a 
report  to  the  referring  judge  who  may  confirm,  vary 
or  reject  entirely  the  report.  The  report  will  be 
confirmed  if  both  parties  accept  the  findings  Either 
party  may  appeal. 

III.  DIVISIONAL  COURT  OFTHEHIGH 
COURTOF  JUSTICE 


A.  Composition  of  the  Court 

The  Divisional  Court,  which  is  a  division  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice,  consists  of  the  Chief  Justice  of  the 
High  Court  and  designated  High  Court  justices 

B.  Geographic  Distribution 

The  Divisional  Court  sits  permanently  in  Toronto 
and  on  circuit  in  London  and  Ottawa.  There  are  46 
other  locations  served  as  required. 

C.  Jurisdiction  of  Judges 

The  Divisional  Court  has  jurisdiction  over 
applications  for  judicial  review,  Surrogate  Court 
appeals  and  small  claims  appeals  where  the  claim 
exceeds  $500  Subject  to  the  Divorce  Act  (Canada), 
an  appeal  also  lies  to  the  Divisional  Court  from, 

•  a  final  order  of  a  judge  or  local  judge  of  the  High 
Court 

for  a  single  payment  of  not  more  than  $25,000. 
exclusive  of  costs; 
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for  periodic  payments  that  amount  to  not  more 
than  $25,000,  exclusive  of  costs,  in  the  twelve 
months  commencing  on  the  date  the  first 
payment  is  due  under  the  order; 

dismissing  a  claim  for  an  amount  that  is  not 
more  than  $25,000;  or 

dismissing  a  claim  for  an  amount  that  is  more 
than  $25,000  and  in  respect  of  which  the  judge 
indicates  that  if  the  claim  had  been  allowed  the 
amount  awarded  would  have  been  not  more 
than  $25,000; 

•  an  interlocutory  order  of  a  judge  of  the  High 
Court  with  leave  as  provided  in  the  Rules  of 
Civil  Procedure,  other  than  an  order  on  an 
appeal  from  the  District  Court; 

•  an  interlocutory  order  of  a  local  judge  of  the 
High  Court,  with  leave  as  provided  in  the  Rules 
of  Civil  Procedure,  other  than  an  order  that 
could  have  been  made  by  a  master; 

•  a  final  order  of  a  master;  and 

•  a  final  order  of  a  local  judge,  of  the  High  Court, 
where  the  order  could  have  been  made  by  a 
master. 

D.  Jurisdiction  and  Duties  of  the  Registrar 

Registry  support  functions  for  Divisional  Court 

matters  are  the  responsibility  of  the  Supreme  Court 

registrars. 


IV.  DISTRICT  COURT 


A.  Composition  of  the  Court 

This  Court  is  established  by  the  Courts  of  Justice 
Act,  S  O  1984  The  Court  consists  of  the  Chief  Judge 
of  the  District  Court,  the  Associate  Chief  Judge  and 
142  other  judges  appointed  federally  by  the  Governor 
in  Council.  Additionally,  there  are  20 
supernumerary  judges. 

B.  Geographic  Distribution 

The  District  Court  sits  in  50  permanent  locations, 
each  with  its  own  registry.  The  Court  does  not  go  on 
circuit. 

C.  Jurisdiction  of  Judges 

The  District  Court  is  a  court  of  record  with  civil  and 
criminal  jurisdiction 


Civil  Jurisdiction 

The  District  Court  has  jurisdiction  to  hear  and 
determine  any  actions  other  than  those  where  the 
sum  claimed  or  the  value  of  the  property  that  is  the 
subject  of  the  action  exceeds  $25,000,  except  on 
consent  of  the  parties  involved.  Judges  of  the 
District  Court  may  preside,  hear  and  determine 
actions  filed  in  the  Provincial  Court  (Civil  Division). 

In  family  matters,  the  District  Court  has  jurisdiction 
over  matrimonial  property,  support,  maintenance, 
custody,  access,  and  guardianship. 

Judges  of  the  District  Court  may  sit  as  local  judges  of 
the  High  Court  to  hear  and  determine  actions  under 
the  Divorce  Act  of  Canada. 

Criminal  Jurisdiction 

The  District  Court  has  jurisdiction  in  criminal 
indictable  matters  where  the  accused  elects  trial  by 
judge  alone  or  by  judge  and  jury. 

The  Court  also  has  appellate  jurisdiction  over 
summary  conviction  offences  from  the  Provincial 
Court. 

Appeals  from  the  District  Court  are  usually  to  the 
Court  of  Appeal,  but  go  to  the  Divisional  Court  from 
a  final  order  of  a  judge  of  the  District  Court, 

•  for  a  single  payment  of  not  more  than  $25,000, 

•  for  periodic  payments  that  amount  to  not  more 
than  $25,000,  over  a  twelve  month  period,  or 

•  dismissing  a  claim  for  an  amount  that  is  not 
more  than  $25,000. 

D.  Jurisdiction  and  Duties  of  Registrars 

The  duties  of  the  District  Court  registrars  are 
generally  the  same  as  those  described  for  the 
registrars  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice. 

V.  UNIFIED  FAMILY  COURT 


A.  Composition  of  the  Court 

This  Court  is  established  by  the  Courts  of  Justice 
Act,  S  O  1984.  The  Unified  Family  Court  consists  of 
five  judges  who  are  appointed  federally  by  the 
Governor  in  Council 
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B.  Geographic  Distribution 

The  Unified  Family  Court  sits  permanently  in 
Hamilton,  and  serves  the  Judicial  District  of 
Hamilton-Wentworth. 

C.  Jurisdiction  of  Judges 

The  Unified  Family  Court  is  a  court  of  record  in  and 
for  the  Judicial  District  of  Hamilton-Wentworth. 
The  Court  is  presided  over  by  judges  of  the  District 
Court  who  are  local  judges  of  the  High  Court,  and 
who  are  also  authorized  under  S.  39  (2)  of  the  Courts 
of  Justice  Act  to  exercise  the  jurisdiction  of 
Provincial  Court  (Family  Division)  judges. 

Criminal  Jurisdiction 

A  judge  presiding  over  the  Unified  Family  Court  has 
all  the  powers  of  a  magistrate  under  the  Criminal 
Code  for  the  purposes  of  proceedings  under  the 
Criminal  Code.  The  Unified  Family  Court, 

•  is  deemed  to  be  and  sits  as  the  Provincial 
Offences  Court  for  the  purpose  of  dealing  with 
young  persons  as  defined  in  the  Provincial 
Offences  Act;  and 

•  is  a  Youth  Court  for  the  purposes  of  the  Young 
Offenders  Act  of  Canada. 

Family  Jurisdiction 

The  Unified  Family  Court  has  jurisdiction  over  all 
family  matters  under  the  following  legislation: 

Annulment  of  Marriages  Act  (Ontario,  Canda), 

Child  and  Family  Services  Act,  1984  (Parts  III, 
Viand  VII); 

Children’s  Law  Reform  Act  (Except  S.  60  &  S 
61). 

Divorce  Act  (Canada); 

Education  Act  (S.  29  and  S.  30); 

Family  Law  Act,  1986  (Except  Part  V), 

Marriage  Act  (S.  6  and  S  9), 

Minor’s  Protection  Act  (S.  2); 

Reciprocal  Enforcement  of  Maintenance  Orders 
Act,  1982,  and 

Young  Offenders  Act  (Canada). 


Appeals  from  criminal  cases  heard  in  this  Court  are 
to  the  District  Court  on  summary  convictions  and  to 
the  Court  of  Appeal  on  indictable  convictions 
Appeals  on  all  other  matters  are  usually  to  the  Court 
of  Appeal,  except  for  divorce  matters  which  are  to  the 
Divisional  Court. 

D.  Jurisdiction  and  Duties  of  the  Court 
Administrator 

The  Administrator  of  the  Unified  Family  Court  is 
also  a  clerk  of  the  court  and  performs  the  normal 
functions  of  a  clerk. 

In  addition  to  overseeing  the  administration  of  the 
Court,  the  Administrator  also  has  jurisdiction  to 

•  perform  (under  Unified  Family  Court  rules) 
references  by  judges  of  that  Court; 

•  act  as  an  assessment  officer  in  party/party  and 
solicitor/client  assessments;  and 

•  conduct  first  appearance  hearings  under  the 
Family  Law  Act. 


VI.  SURROGATE  COURT 


A.  Composition  of  the  Court 

This  Court  is  established  by  the  Surrogate  Court  Act, 
R  S  O.,  1980.  The  judges  of  the  Surrogate  Court  are 
all  District  Court  judges  appointed  by  the  province  to 
act  as  Surrogate  Court  judges 

B.  Geographic  Distribution 

The  Surrogate  Court  is  located  in  every  county  and 
judicial  district  in  the  province.  It  cannot  go  on 
circuit. 

C.  Jurisdiction  of  Judges 

The  jurisdiction  of  the  Surrogate  Court  extends  to  all 
matters  and  causes  testamentary  and  the  granting 
or  revoking  of  probate  of  wills  and  letters  of 
administration. 

Appeals  from  the  Surrogate  Court  are  to  the 
Divisional  Court  in  all  cases. 

D.  Jurisdiction  and  Duties  of  the  Registrar 

The  duties  of  registrars  are  usually  performed  by  the 
registrars  of  the  District  Court  who  are  aiso 
appointed  as  registrars  of  the  Surrogate  Court 
However,  in  Toronto  there  are  separate  registrars  for 
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the  District  and  Surrogate  Courts  for  the  Judicial 
District  of  York. 


VII.  PROVINCIAL  COURT 


A.  Composition  of  the  Court 

This  Court  is  established  by  the  Courts  of  Justice 
Act,  S  O.  1984.  There  are  three  divisions  of  the 
Court:  Criminal,  Family,  and  Small  Claims  (Civil). 

The  Family  Division  consists  of  the  Chief  Judge  of 
the  Provincial  Court  (Family  Division),  the 
Associate  Chief  Judge,  58  full  time  judges,  and  eight 
judges  serving  both  Criminal  and  Family  Divisions. 

The  Provincial  Court  (Civil  Division)  Small  Claims 
Court  consists  of  the  Chief  Judge  of  the  Civil 
Division  and  12  other  judges.  In  the  areas  for  which 
a  Provincial  Court  judge  has  not  been  appointed,  the 
District  Court  judge  presides  in  the  Court.  Where  a 
judge  is  unable  to  preside,  deputy  judges  (a  barrister 
or  solicitor)  are  appointed  to  preside  in  actions  for  not 
more  than  $1,009. 

The  Criminal  Division  consists  of  the  Chief  Judge  of 
the  Provincial  Court  (Criminal  Division),  the 
Associate  Chief  Judge,  two  part-time  judges  and  155 
other  judges. 

The  Provincial  Offences  Court  (which  functions  as  a 
part  of  the  Provincial  Court  Criminal  Division)  is 
presided  over  by  Provincial  Court  judges  and  justices 
of  the  peace. 

Judges  of  all  of  the  above  courts  are  appointed 
provincially  by  the  Lieutenant  Governor  in  Council. 

B.  Geographic  Distribution 

The  Provincial  Court  (Family  Division)  sits  in  55 
locations  with  permanent  registry  offices  and  on 
circuit  at  74  other  locations. 

The  Provincial  Court  (Civil  Division)  sits  in  117 
locations  throughout  the  province. 

The  Provincial  Court  (Criminal  Division)  sits  at  160 
locations  with  56  of  these  locations  having 
permanent  Criminal  Division  registries. 

C.  Jurisdiction  of  Judges 

The  Provincial  Court  is  a  court  of  record,  and  every 
judge  has  jurisdiction  throughout  Ontario  to  exercise 
all  the  powers  and  perform  all  the  duties  conferred  or 
imposed  on  a  Provincial  Court  judge,  a  magistrate,  or 


one  or  more  justices  of  the  peace  under  any  Act  of  the 

Legislature  or  of  the  Parliament  of  Canada 

Family  Jurisdiction 

The  Family  Division  has  jurisdiction  in  the  following 

matters: 

•  prosecution  of  young  persons  under  the  Young 
Offenders  Act  (Canada)  for  offences  and 
violations  of  federal  law  (cases  involving 
persons  over  the  age  of  15  may  be  heard  in 
Criminal  Division); 

•  child  protection  under  the  Child  and  Family 
Services  Act,  1984,  dealing  with  intervention 
by  a  local  Children’s  Aid  Society  into  a  family's 
life  when  the  care  and  treatment  of  a  child  by 
the  family  fall  below  certain  minimum 
standards; 

•  adoption  under  the  Child  and  Family  Services 
Act,  1984,  dealing  with  the  dissolution  of 
previous  parent-child  relationships  and  the 
legal  establishment  of  new  ones; 

•  interspousal  rights  and  obligations  under  the 
Family  Law  Act,  1986,  and  the  Reciprocal 
Enforcement  of  Maintenance  Orders  Act, 
covering  such  things  as  financial  support  of  a 
dependent  spouse  and  protection  from  spousal 
harassment  and  molestation; 

•  parent-child  rights  and  obligations  under  the 
Children’s  Law  Reform  Act,  the  Family  Law- 
Act,  1986  and  the  Reciprocal  Enforcement  of 
Maintenance  Orders  Act,  such  as  custody  and 
access,  findings  of  paternity,  child  support, 
protection  from  harassment  and  molestation  by 
the  non-custodial  parent  and  extra-territorial 
enforcement  of  custody  orders; 

•  at  the  administrative  level,  the  enforcement  of 
maintenance  and  support  orders  against  federal 
civil  servants  and  former  civil  servants  under 
the  Garnishment,  Attachment  and  Pension 
Diversion  Act  (Canada);  and 

•  many  offences  under  the  Provincial  Court  Act 
of  Ontario.  Many  intra-family  offences  (such  as 
domestic  assaults  and  incest)  are  heard  by- 
judges  who,  while  they  normally  preside  over 
the  Provincial  Court  (Family  Division), 
reconstitute  their  court  as  the  Provincial  Court 
(Criminal  Division)  or  Provincial  Offences 
Court  because  only  the  latter  courts  ha^e  the 
jurisdiction  to  hear  these  criminal  and 
regulatory  matters 
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Appeals  from  the  Family  Division  are  to  the  District 
Court. 

Civil  Jurisdiction 

The  Provincial  Court  (Civil  Division)  has  jurisdiction 
in  any  action  for  the  payment  of  money  or  the 
recovery  of  personal  property  subject  to  a  monetary 
limit  of  $1,000  exclusive  of  costs  (in  the  Judicial 
District  of  York  the  maximum  limit  is  $3,000). 

Appeals  from  the  Civil  Division  are  to  the  Divisional 
Court  in  cases  where  the  claim  is  in  excess  of  $500. 

Adult  Criminal  Jurisdiction 

Every  judge  of  the  Provincial  Court  is  specially 
authorized  by  the  terms  of  appointment  to  exercise 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  on  a  magistrate  under  Part 
XVI  of  the  Criminal  Code  of  Canada.  A  more 
comprehensive  description  may  be  found  on  page  18 
in  the  section  entitled  Adult  Criminal  Jurisdiction. 

Appeals  from  the  Provincial  Court  (Criminal 
Division)  are  to  the  District  Court  in  summary 
conviction  cases,  and  to  the  Court  of  Appeal  on 
indictable  convictions. 

The  Provincial  Offences  Court  has  jurisdiction  over 
all  municipal  by-laws  and  provincial  statutes  not 
expressly  reserved  to  other  courts 

Appeals  from  provincial  offence  cases  as  heard  by 
justices  of  the  peace  are  to  a  Provincial  Court  judge. 
Those  cases  heard  by  Provincial  Court  judges  are 
appealed  to  the  District  Court. 

D.  Duties  of  the  Court  Administrators/Clerks 

Court  administrators  in  the  Provincial  Court 
(Criminal  and  Family  Division)  are  appointed  under 
the  Public  Service  Act  The  administrators  of  these 
two  divisions  are  also  clerks  of  the  Provincial 
Offences  Court. 

See  the  general  discussion  of  court  registry  staff  in 
the  section  entitled  Court  Administration. 

Clerks  of  the  Provincial  Court  (Civil  Division)  Small 
Claims  Court  are  appointed  by  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  in  Council.  See  the  general  discussion  in 
the  section  entitled  Small  Claims  Court  Services 
Branch 

VIII.  COURT  SERVICES 


Organization  of  Court  Services 

Two  Divisions  of  the  Ministry  of  the  Attorney 
General  provide  services  to  the  courts 


The  Courts  Administration  Division  provides  staff 
who  perform  all  direct  administrative,  case 
processing  and  support  services  to  the  courts 

The  Programs  and  Administration  Division  provides 
direction  to  and  coordination  of  the  Ministry’s 
program  support  services.  These  services  are 
provided  to  all  divisions  including  Courts 
Administration. 

In  addition,  the  courts  benefit  from  the  services  of 
two  specialized  branches 

The  Communications  Branch  is  responsible  for 
communications  matters  and  for  the  preparation  and 
distribution  of  all  public  information  materials  for 
the  Ministry. 

The  French  Language  Services  Branch  is  responsible 
for  ensuring  the  delivery  of  the  Ministry’s  French 
language  services 

The  organization  charts  at  the  end  of  this  chapter 
indicate  where  these  services  are  located  within  the 
overall  structure  of  the  Ministry  of  the  Attorney 
General  and  the  Courts  Administration  Division 

COURTS  ADMINISTRATION 

The  Courts  Administration  Division  provides  all  of 
the  services  in  the  court  registries  for  all  of  Ontario’s 
courts.  The  functions  performed  include: 

•  receiving  and  processing  legal  documents; 

•  issuing  service:  notices,  summonses,  warrants 
for  arrest, 

•  the  storage  and  retrieval  of  court  documents. 

•  trial  scheduling; 

•  accounting  for  monies  paid  into  or  out  of  court 
in  the  form  of  fines,  fees  and  funds  held  in  trust, 
and  payments  to  witnesses; 

•  receiving,  storing  and  maintaining  the 
integrity  of  court  exhibits, 

•  preparing  court  orders, 

•  coordination  of  justices  of  the  peace  before 
whom  the  police  swear  informations  and  who 
issue  process, 

•  monitoring  the  enforcement  of  court  orders. 

•  providing  clerks  in  court  who  call  the  court  to 
order,  administer  oaths,  take  custody  of 


77 


documents  and  evidence  in  court,  and  record 
pertinent  information  about  the  proceedings, 
disposition  of  cases  and  decisions  made  by  the  judge; 
and 

•  completing  forms  and  compiling  data  for 
statistical  analysis. 

The  Courts  Administration  Division  consists  of 
several  branches  whose  responsibilities  are 
described  below. 

Office  of  the  Executive  Director 

The  Office  of  the  Executive  Director  provides 
management  direction  to  the  operational  branches  in 
the  division,  supplies  administrative  support 
services  to  the  judiciary,  facilitates  the  interaction  of 
the  legal  profession  and  the  public  with  the  courts, 
and  enforces  the  decisions  of  the  courts.  This  office  is 
also  responsible  for  the  development  of 
administrative  policy  for  common  functions  among 
the  operating  branches,  for  the  implementation  of 
new  programs,  and  for  the  use  of  technology  in  the 
administration  of  Ontario’s  courts. 


There  are  approximately  800  reporters  providing 
reporting  services  in  the  province,  of  which  58  per 
cent  are  freelance.  Stenomask,  stenotype  and 
shorthand  are  the  prime  reporting  methods  with 
electronic  systems  being  used  mainly  on 
examinations  for  discovery  and  on  provincial  offence 
matters. 

The  administrative  responsibilities  of  the  reporters 
and  recorders  include: 

•  maintaining  recording  equipment  and  supplies; 

•  setting  up  reporting/recording  systems  in  the 
courtrooms  and  monitoring  the  recording  onto 
the  tape  during  proceedings; 

•  monitoring  transcript  requests  to  ensure 
accurate  and  timely  transcription  services, 

•  keeping  inventory  and  storage  of  notes  and 
recorded  tapes  to  ensure  preservation  for 
transcription  services;  and 

•  preparing  invoices  and  billings. 


Facilities  and  Special  Court  Services 

Facilities  and  Special  Court  Services  has  the 
responsibility  to  review  and  determine 
accommodation  needs  and  priorities  for  Ministry 
accommodations  planning.  It  is  responsible  for 
implementing  and  coordinating  translation,  court 
reporting,  and  security  services. 


Court  Interpretation  and  Translation  Services 

Court  Interpretation  and  Translation  Services  is 
responsible  for  planning,  coordinating  and  ensuring 
the  delivery  of  professional  interpretation  and 
translation  in  French  to  all  court  levels  throughout 
the  province.  It  also  provides  translation  services  for 
Ministry  branch  offices,  boards  and  commissions 


Facilities  Planning  and  Maintenance 

Facilities,  Planning  and  Maintenance  provides 
general  administration  of  all  court  and  office 
accommodation  throughout  the  province,  and  liaison 
with  all  capital,  leased  and  alteration  projects 
required  by  the  courts. 

Court  Reporting  Services 

Court  Reporting  Services  is  responsible  for  providing 
administrative  control  and  direction  of  all  reporting 
services  to  all  court  levels  in  the  province  including 
special  examinations  and  certain  boards  and 
commissions.  It  is  also  responsible  for  the 
development  and  implementation  of  approved 
policies,  the  establishment  of  reporting  standards, 
the  development  of  training  programs  and  the 
provision  of  direction  and  support  to  special 
examiners  in  the  private  sector  in  Toronto, 
Hamilton,  St  Catharines,  Windsor,  Ottawa  and 
Timmins. 


Interpretation  Services  has  been  established  with  a 
coordinator  located  in  Ottawa  who  provides  court 
interpretation  to  the  Ottawa  courts  and  coordinates 
eight  interpreters  in  five  other  locations. 

Security  Services 


The  formation  of  the  Facilities  and  Special  Court 
Services  Branch  was  intended,  in  part,  to  provide  a 
single,  coordinated  focus  for  the  provision  of  court 
security  services  The  Branch  is  responsible  for. 

•  assessing  courthouse  security  measures, 

•  evaluating  immediate  security  improvement 
needs; 

•  establishing  security  standards  for  present  and 
future  court  facilities; 


developing  a  quality  monitoring  system  for 
court  securit v. 
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•  including  security  considerations  and  systems 
in  the  design  of  new  courthouses;  and 

•  using  new  technology  to  provide  court  security. 

Office  of  Judicial  Support  Services 

The  Office  of  Judicial  Support  provides  support  to 
Provincial  Court  judges,  masters  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Ontario,  justices  of  the  peace  and  family  law 
commissioners.  Its  responsibilities  also  include 
administering  the  appointment  procedures  for  lay 
notaries  public  and  commissioners  for  taking 
affidavits. 

The  support  services  provided  to  the  judiciary 
include: 

•  administering  the  appointments  process  of  the 
provincial  judiciary, 

•  preparing  and  monitoring  budgets  for  salaries, 
allowances,  benefits,  travel,  education  and 
training  for  provincially  appointed  judiciary; 

•  administering  and  explaining  the  Provincial 
Judges  Benefits  Plan, 

•  coordinating  evaluation  of  the  Assistant 
Deputy  Attorney  General’s  requests  for 
additional  judicial  resources,  and 

•  resolving  issues  related  to  judicial  expenses, 
benefits  and  allowances  referred  by  chief  judges 
or  the  Senior  Master  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Ontario. 

Small  Claims  Court  Services  Branch 

The  Small  Claims  Court  Services  Branch  provides 
administrative  direction  to  117  divisions  of  the 
Provincial  Court  (Civil  Division)  Small  Claims 
Courts  throughout  the  province.  The  director  is 
responsible  for  analyzing  the  needs  of  the  courts, 
both  judicial  and  administrative,  and  for  providing 
procedural  and  administrative  guidance,  and 
coordinating  the  development  and  implementation  of 
Ministry  policy  and  procedures  with  respect  to  the 
operation  of  these  offices 

For  each  division  there  is  a  clerk  and  one  or  more 
bailiffs  In  some  of  the  smaller  divisions,  a 
clerk/bailifT carries  dual  responsibilities.  Clerks  and 
bailiffs  are  appointed  by  Order-in-Council  upon  the 
recommendation  of  the  Attorney  General 


Of  the  117  division,  101  operate  on  a  fee-for-service 
basis.  Each  clerk  and  bailiff  provides,  out  of  fees,  all 
necessary  staff,  accommodation,  furniture  and 
equipment.  Ten  divisions  are  salaried  with  the 
Ministry  setting  staffing  standards  and  salaries  are 
paid  out  of  the  fees  generated.  Six  divisions  have 
been  amalgamated  with  either  a  Sheriff/Registrar’s 
office  or  simply  a  Court  Registrar’s  office 

There  are  also  17  court  referees  (three  full-time 
salaried  referees  and  14  referees  paid  on  a  fee-for- 
service  basis)  appointed  for  various  divisions 
throughout  the  province.  The  primary  role  of  the 
referee  is  to  attempt  to  arrange  settlement  of 
disputed  claims  but  the  referee  also  has  other 
responsibilities  as  directed  by  the  Court. 

Trial  Coordinator 

The  trial  coordinator  for  the  Provincial  Court  (Civil 
Division)  in  Metropolitan  Toronto  ensures  that  all 
matters  are  being  set  down  for  trial  and/or  pre-trial 
at  the  earliest  possible  time 

Supreme  and  District  Court  Services  Branch 

The  Office  of  the  Director  provides  administrative 
direction  to  all  of  the  Supreme,  District  and 
Surrogate  Court  offices  and  sheriffs  offices 
throughout  the  province.  In  addition,  the  director’s 
office  coordinates  the  development  and 
implementation  of  Ministry  policy  and  procedures 
with  respect  to  the  operation  of  these  offices 

Sheriff  Services 

In  Ontario,  sheriffs: 

•  supervise  persons  employed  in  the  sheriffs 
office, 

•  ensure  the  service  of  legal  documents  relating 
to  actions  or  applications  before  the  courts, 

•  file  writs  of  seizure  and  sale,  possession, 

•  provide  certificates  as  to  executions  against 
individuals  or  corporations, 

•  place  a  levy  on  writs  providing  for  seizure  of 
goods  and  chattels,  sheriffs  sales  and  eviction 
as  directed, 

•  oversee  selection  of  jurors; 

•  act  as  commissioners  of  oaths, 
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•  issue  and  sign  documents  such  as  warrants, 
jury  summonses,  notices  to  vacate,  abstracts, 
etc.; 

•  provide  court  constables  at  Supreme  and 
District  Court  sittings  and  provide  security  in 
the  courthouse; 

•  arrange  transportation  and  accommodation  for 
out-of-town  judges; 

•  escort  prisoners  in  courthouse; 

•  conduct  sales  of  land,  vehicles;  and 

•  handle  evictions  under  the  Landlord  and 
Tenant  Act. 

In  the  Provincial  Court  (Family  Division),  security  is 
the  responsibility  of  court  constables  who  are 
provided  by  Sheriff  Services  on  a  fee-for-service 
basis.  In  the  Provincial  Court  (Criminal  Division), 
security  is  provided  by  police  agencies. 

Provincial  Court  Services  Branch 

The  staff  of  the  Provincial  Court  offices  provide 
administrative  support  to  the  Provincial  Courts 
(Criminal  and  Family  Divisions),  including  Youth 
Court  and  the  Provincial  Offences  Court,  through 
clerical,  stenographic,  court  support  and  court 
reporting  services.  The  staff  provide  service  to  the 
public  by  accepting  fine  and  support  payments  and 
by  performing  other  activities  related  to  financial 
transactions.  The  processing  of  case  file  documents 
is  also  an  integral  part  of  court  operations. 

Support  and  Custody  Enforcement  Program 

The  Support  and  Custody  Enforcement  offices  were 
established  in  July  1987  with  the  goals  of  decreasing 
the  high  rate  of  support  default  in  Ontario  and 
changing  public  attitudes  about  default. 

Located  in  eight  municipalities,  these  offices  enforce 
support  and  custody  provisions  contained  in  court 
orders  and  agreements  employing  a  variety  of 
prescribed  legal  remedies.  Such  remedies  include 
garnishment,  seizure  and  sale  of  asssets,  and  default 
hearings. 

All  support  orders  made  by  a  court  in  Ontario  after 
July  2,  1987  are  automatically  filed  for  enforcement 
at  the  time  the  order  is  made.  The  automated  system 
monitors  payments,  identifies  overdue  payments  and 
prepares  cheques  to  be  sent  to  support  recipients 


PROGRAMS  AND  ADMINISTRATION 
DIVISION 

This  Division  is  responsible  for  the  direction  and 
coordination  of  the  Ministry’s  program  support 
services  including: 

•  budgeting,  financial  management  and 
reporting; 

•  information  and  computer  systems; 

•  personnel  services; 

•  program  analysis,  monitoring  and  evaluation; 

•  office  administration  services; 

•  auditing; 

•  employment  equity; 

•  research;  and 

•  legal  library  services. 

Also  included  in  the  responsibilities  of  the  Division 
are  the  Office  of  the  Supreme  Court  Accountant  and 
the  administration  of  a  number  of  transfer  payments 
such  as  those  to  the  Ontario  Legal  Aid  Plan  and  the 
Ontario  Native  Courtworker  Program. 

Human  Resources  Branch 

The  Human  Resources  Branch  is  responsible  for  the 
development,  coordination,  and  administration  of 
the  full  range  of  personnel  services  within  the 
Ministry  of  the  Attorney  General.  This  Branch  also 
manages  the  program  for  the  appointment  of  justices 
of  the  peace,  notaries  public  and  commissioners  for 
taking  affidavits,  and  administers  the  Blind  Persons' 
Rights  Act  on  behalf  of  the  Ministry. 

Audit  Services  Branch 

This  Branch  provides  assistance  to  senior 
management  of  the  Ministry  by  determining 
whether  adequate  administrative  and  financial 
control  measures  are  in  place  to  safeguard  assets 
entrusted  to  the  Ministry,  and  that  Ministry 
resources  are  properly  accounted  for  and  effectively 
utilized. 

Financial  Management  and  Program  Planning 
Branch 

The  responsibilities  of  this  Branch  include 

•  providing  financial  and  analytical  services  to 
the  Ministry; 

•  acting  as  liaison  with  central  agencies  on 
financial  and  program  matters  (the  Branch 
manages  the  budgetary  resources  to  ensure 
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that  programs  are  funded  to  the  level  required 
to  meet  operating  responsibilities);  and 

•  assisting  in  the  improvement  and  development 
of  programs  and  activities,  and  providing  an 
.•efficient  and  responsive  financial  reporting 
system. 

This  is  accomplished  through  three  distinct  but 
related  sections  of  the  Branch:  Budgeting,  Finance 
and  Accounts,  and  Program  Planning  and  Analysis. 

The  financial  planning  and  reporting  activities 
include: 

•  expenditure  planning  forecasts; 

•  estimates  preparation  and  allocation; 

•  monthly  financial  reporting; 

•  coordinating  financial  and  manpower  needs, 

•  monitoring,  forecasting  and  assisting  in 
controlling  Ministry  expenditures;  and 

•  Management  Board  and  Treasury  liaison. 

The  accounts  section  provides  a  timely  payment 
process  for  supplier  accounts  and  payroll  services 
and  also  provides  a  revenue  recording  and  reporting 
function  for  the  Ministry. 

The  Program  Planning  section  acts  as  liaison  with 
the  central  agencies  of  the  government,  analyzes  the 
allocation  of  Ministry  resources  and  assists  in 
improving  and  developing  programs  and  activities 
through  quantifying  and  qualifying  the  delivery  of 
Ministry  programs.  Other  duties  include 

•  developing  effective  methods  to  deliver 
services, 

•  reviewing  the  financial  impact  of  new 
initiatives; 


•  analyzing,  coordinating,  administering  and 
developing  federal/provincial/municipal  cost- 
shared  programs; 

•  coordinating  the  production  of  recommen¬ 
dations  on  issues; 

•  producing  submissions  to  centra!  agencies. 

•  administering  the  Public  Institution  Inspection 
Act; 

•  providing  administrative  support  to  Royal 
Commissions,  judicial  inquiries  and  special 
studies;  and 

•  conducting  specific  research  assignments 

Computer  and  Telecommunications  Services 
Branch 

This  Branch  provides  information  management 
support  services  to  the  Ministry  and  the  provincial 
courts,  including  computer  system  development  and 
support,  office  technology  and  support,  end-user 
consulting  and  training,  telecommunications, 
library,  research  and  statistical  services,  and  records 
and  forms  management 

Accountant,  Supreme  Court  of  Ontario 

This  office  is  the  depository  for  all  money,  mortgages 
and  securities  which  are  paid  into,  or  lodged  with  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Ontario  These  are  received  and 
disbursed  or  released  upon  judgements  and  orders  of 
the  Court  and  in  accordance  with  the  Courts  of 
Justice  Act  and  other  relevant  statutes 

Employment  Equity  Program 

The  government-wide  goal  of  the  affirmative  action 
program  is  to  achieve  in  all  ministries,  by  the  year 
2000,  a  minimum  of  30  per  cent  female 
representation  in  all  classifications 
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Selected  Characteristics  for  Census 

Divisions  and 

Census  Subdivisions,  1986 

Census  -  10C 

%  data 

lo 

Character i  at  i  cs 

CANADA  t 

Ontar io  t 

PROVINCE 

A Igoaa 

Di  1 1  r  i  c  t  1 

CD/DR 

Essex  County 

CD/DR 

Toronto 
Metropol  i  tan 
Hun ic ipa 1 i t y 

CD/DR 

POPULATION/LAND  AREA 

i . 

Pppu  1  at  ion,  1981(1) . 

24,343.  181 

8.625,  107 

133,553 

312,476 

2,137,395 

2. 

Popu 1  a  t i on .  1986  . 

25,309,331 

9, 101,694 

131.841 

316,362 

2.  192.72  1 

3. 

Population  percentage  change,  1981-  1986  . 

4.  OX 

5. SI 

-1.31 

1.21 

2.61 

i  . 

Lena  area  in  iquare  kiloaetres.  1986  . 

9  203  210,47 

916  733,70 

51  206,90 

1  86 1 . 60 

630,09 

j  . 

Population  density  per  square  kilooetre,  1986... 

2.8 

9.9 

2.6 

169,9 

3  480,0 

POPULATION  CHARACTERISTICS 

Tote  1  popu  legion . 

25,309,330 

9.  101,695 

13  1 . 840 

316,365 

2,  192.720 

by  »ex  and  age 

ha  1  e  .  tote  1 . 

12,485,650 

4,467,795 

65.740 

154.690 

1,058, 130 

». 

0  ■  «  yejrs . 

927,775 

323,295 

5,260 

10,840 

67,060 

:  -  9  yea: s . . 

920,  105 

311,390 

5,365 

11.210 

60.320 

1C  -  14  years . 

9  16,750 

323,545 

5,425 

12,060 

62,695 

Is  -  19  years . 

985,250 

352,730 

5.720 

13.340 

76,340 

JO  -  24  years . 

1. 13  1 . 455 

408,595 

5,475 

14. 390 

108,280 

J:  -  34  years . 

2,248,755 

778,825 

11,435 

25,600 

202.  165 

3s  -  44  years . 

1.821.995 

654 , 460 

9,040 

21,460 

149,770 

4s  -  54  years . 

1.276,  160 

475,930 

7,115 

15,625 

118,050 

-  6<  years . 

1,124.  070 

428.  175 

6,025 

15,220 

112.920 

*  74  vea :  s . 

738.875 

269,910 

3,375 

9,315 

66,065 

By  years  and  over . 

394,460 

140.935 

1,495 

5,630 

34.470 

. 

1  ,  total . 

12,823,680 

4.633,895 

66. 100 

161,665 

1.  134.590 

.  -  4  year s . 

882,415 

308.095 

5,005 

10,535 

63,915 

s  •  9  year  s . 

874,865 

296,770 

5,  145 

10,725 

56.960 

10  -  14  years . 

870,050 

306,326 

5,305 

11,710 

59. 130 

Is  -  19  years . 

939,600 

336,435 

5,365 

12,680 

74,000 

JO  -  J 4  years . 

1,  121,890 

406.015 

5,690 

14.  140 

111,  160 

25  -  3<  years . 

2.278.395 

804,  195 

11.715 

25,725 

210.470 

3s  -  44  year  s . 

1,818,905 

662.450 

8,845 

21,450 

158.875 

4s  -  5<  years . 

1.269,055 

474  ,  160 

6,790 

15,865 

124,735 

55  -  64  year  s  .  .  . 

1.204,255 

457.610 

5,905 

16,635 

123,715 

' 

6s  -  74  year  s  .  .  . 

911,215 

332,700 

3,890 

12,030 

84.865 

75  years  and  over . 

653,025 

249,  155 

2.445 

10,  175 

66,760 

by  ear  i  ta  1  status 

Single  (never  married),  total 

10,817,245 

3.789,715 

56,645 

131,520 

937.250 

Single  (never  r.arried),  15  years  of  age 

end  over . 

5,425.285 

1.920,300 

25,  140 

64,440 

567. 160 

Ke-ried  (includes  separated)... . 

12,551,  195 

4.618,905 

66 . 100 

156,715 

1.061.455 

n • cowed . 

1,250,395 

469.840 

6 . 060 

19,015 

123.775 

Divorced . 

690.490 

223.230 

3,035 

9.  105 

70.245 

by  aother  tongue 

Single  responses . 

24,354,390 

6.72  1,260 

125,  140 

298.445 

2.067.225 

English . 

15.334,085 

6.941,930 

101 . 500 

237.435 

1,428,820 

r r  ench . 

6.  159,740 

424,720 

11,085 

14.420 

27.590 

*»on *o f  f  i  c  •  8  1  lingudges 

2,860,565 

1.354,610 

12,555 

46,595 

610,820 

Italian . 

455,820 

289,770 

5,770 

13,115 

139.085 

German . 

438,675 

150.  150 

1,310 

7,075 

32.415 

Chinese . 

266,555 

114,970 

185 

1,740 

80.845 

Por  tuguese . 

153.985 

108,055 

345 

2,210 

58,670 

Polish  . 

123, 120 

72,995 

575 

2,020 

29,490 

Other  1 tnguages .... 

1,422,405 

616.676 

4.375 

20,430 

270.320 

Multiple  responses  .  . 

954,940 

380,435 

6.700 

17,910 

125.495 

1 

1 

English  and  ( r  ench  .  .  .  . 

332,610 

104,550 

3,540 

6,570 

10,480 

English  and  non-official  lanouegels) 

525.720 

254,525 

2,945 

10. 460 

106.610 

•rench  and  non-of(iCiel  language  Isl 

36,310 

3,540 

30 

145 

1.380 

'Tj^n  g  1  i  s  h  french  and  non-official 

Hi  anguase  isl 

46.585 

11,015 

135 

440 

4,370 

-of  J  i c •  a i  languages 

13.720 

6,600 

50 

300 

2.660 

Peterborough 

Ha  ter  1  oo 

County 

Reg i one  ! 

Hun  r  c i ps I 1 1  y 

CD/DR 

CD/OR 

102.452 

305,496 

105,056 

329,40* 

2.51 

7.6 

3  956,11 

1  359.71 

26,6 

242.3 

105.055 

329.400 

51.000 

162. 045 

3.605 

12.515 

3.525 

12. 250 

3.695 

12,545 

4.020  ; 

13,355 

4,170  . 

15,990 

7,625  • 

28,930 

7,070 

23,500 

5.  105 

16,270 

5,550 

13,830 

4,500 

8.330 

2.  125 

4.485 

54.055 

167.360 

3.425 

12,025 

3.405 

1 1 , 800 

3,500 

11,685 

3.910 

12,820 

4.045 

1$. 845 

8.015 

29,350 

7.  120 

23,820 

5.355 

15,675 

6.305 

15,  1 15 

5.395 

10.735 

3.575 

8.285 

40,580 

138.900 

19.420 

65,845 

55.505 

168,765 

6.420 

14,640 

2.550 

7.400 

103.890 

317.410 

99.430 

263.085 

680 

3.790 

3,780 

50.535 

350 

1.620 

920 

19. 665 

170 

1,500 

10 

8.225 

760 

2.255 

2.070 

17.070 

1,  170 

11.995 

365 

1.655 

735 

9,630 

15 

60 

20 

220 

30 

4  10 

Selected  Charecteristics  for  Census  Divisions  and  Census  Subdivisions,  1986  Census  -  100%  data 


•o. 

Character iat ics 

CANADA  t 

Ontar io  t 

PROVINCE 

Algoma 

District  T 

C0/0R 

Isttx  County 

CO/OR 

Toronto 
Nmtropo 1 i tan 
Munic ipm 1 i ty 

CO/OR 

Peterborough 

County 

CD/OR 

1. 

CENSUS  FAMILY  CHARACTERISTICS 
( cone  1 uded ) 

Children  in  Census  Families 

Total  number  of  children  at  hoae . 

8.578.340 

3.067,275 

48,885 

111.765 

680.665 

33.800 

2 

by  age 

Unoer  6  years  of  age . 

2.  108. 600 

736.090 

12.070 

24.880 

150.380 

8.  195 

3 

6-14  years . 

3.  140.960 

1,092.625 

18.675 

40.795 

210.  125 

12.470 

4 

15-17  years . 

1.083,260 

391,455 

6,425 

15.030 

81.295 

4,495 

5. 

It  -  24  years . 

1.686.7  15 

646.910 

9,300 

24. 175 

170.200 

S .  685 

6. 

25  years  and  over . . 

558,805 

200.200 

2,415 

6.885 

68,660 

1.950 

T." 

Average  number  of  children  per  census  fan  iy!4). 

1.3 

1.3 

1.4 

1.3 

1.2 

1.  1 

6 

Persons  in  Private  Households 

by  census  family  status  and  living 
arrangements 

Total  nuaber  of  persons . 

24  .773.1  10 

8,926.515 

130,045 

310,650 

2.  157.530 

102.675 

0 

Number  of  non-family  persons . 

3.578.460 

1.258.510 

14.430 

40,825 

421.015 

13 . 345 

c 

1  i  v  i  n  g  *  i  t  h  relatives  15 1  .■ .  ... 

826.210 

292,310 

3,550 

9.405 

98,485 

2 . 875 

1. 

living  with  non - r e 1  a t i ves  only . 

817.540 

286,555 

2,590 

6,230 

109.680 

2.925 

2 

living  alone . 

1.934,705 

679,645 

8.290 

25.190 

212.845 

7 . 550 

2 

Number  of  family  persons . 

2  1.  194.655 

7,668,010 

115,620 

269,825 

1.736.510 

89 , 330 

4. 

Average  number  of  persons  per  census  faaily . 

3.  1 

3.1 

3.2 

3.2 

3.0 

3.0 

5. 

Total  nuaber  of  persons  65  years  and  over . 

2.456.700 

911. 400 

10.485 

33.855 

234.970 

14,460 

£ 

Kunber  of  non-family  persons  65  years  »*d 
over . 

968.035 

362,330 

4.320 

14.045 

101.085 

5.060 

955 

7 

living  with  relet  i  ves  15) . 

229.730 

84,955 

905 

2.820 

27,340 

s 

living  with  non- r e l at i ves  only . 

58. 130 

19.  120 

200 

550 

6,640 

265 

3.835 

9 

living  alone . 

680. 170 

258.260 

3.210 

10,675 

67. 105 

0. 

Number  of  family  persons  65  years  and  ever.. 

1 . 488.665 

549.070 

E.  165 

19.810 

133.880 

9.405 

1. 

ECONOMIC  FAMILY  CHARACTERISTICS 

Econo* i c  Families 

Total  nuaber  of  economic  families  in  private 
househo Ids . 

6.812.260 

2.459.745 

35,935 

85,335 

57  1.570 

29.795 

2 

by  size  of  faaily 

2  persons . 

2,590.460 

931, 130 

12,050 

31.460 

229.085 

12.810 

6.360 

3 

3  pei sons . 

1.546,450 

55  1,865 

8.535 

19,060 

130,310 

6.920 

4 

4  pe; sons .... 

1.654,405 

605.465 

8.485 

21.055 

123,615 

3.710 

5 

5  or  more  persons . 

1.020.945 

37  1.280 

5,865 

13.760 

18.555 

6 

Persons  in  Private  Households 

Total . 

24.773. 1 10 

8.926.515 

130.045 

310.645 

2.  157.530 

107,675 

10.470 

7 

Number  of  unattached  individuals  .  ... 

2.752.250 

966.200 

10,880 

31.415 

322.530 

8 

Number  of  economic  family  persons 

22.020.860 

7.960.315 

lit,  165 

279.230 

1,835,000 

12.205 

9. 

Average  nuaber  of  persons  per  economic  faaily... 

3.2 

3.2 

3.3 

3.3 

3.2 

3. 1 

Nmter loo 
Rmg ion* I 
Nun i c i pm li ty 


CO/DR 


1 14, 5 10 


28, >60 
43.030 
14.98C 

22,215 

5.420 


1.3 


•'•>4.530 


22,760 

282.555 

3.2 

29.275 

11,270 

2,530 

520 

8.220 

18,005 


89.675 


33.220 
20. 16C 
23.  I4C 
13. 16C 


324.525 

33.115 

291. 410 


3.2 


Selected  Characteristics  for  Census  Divisions  and  Census  Subdivisions,  1986  Census  -  100%  data 


CANADA  1 

Ontar i o  1 

PROVINCE 

A  1 goaa 

District  T 

CD/OR 

Eattx  County 

C0/DR 

Toronto 

Me  t  rope  1 i t an 
Mun i c i pa  1  i  t  y 

CD/OR 

Pettrborough  j 
County 

C0/DR 

WELLING  CHARACTERISTICS 

Total  number  of  occupied  private  dwellings . 

8,991,670 

3.221,730 

44,875 

112,410 

816.445 

38.  125 

by  tenure 

Owned . . 

5 . 560. 880 

2,048,080 

29,910 

77,055 

413.650 

27,750 

Ren  ted . 

3.36B, 480 

1, 166,  160 

14,510 

35,355 

402,790 

10.  145 

On  reserve  121 . . 

42.310 

7,485 

455 

- 

- 

225 

by  type  of  dwe 1 1 ing 

Single-detached  house  . 

5.  171,800 

1.850.570 

30,305 

79,925 

28  1 , 020 

28.825 

apartment.  5  or  more  storeys . 

803.345 

525.780 

1.735 

10,980 

280.485 

2,370 

hcvaD  levelling . 

116,430 

11,520 

585 

515 

80 

70 

ail  other  types  13 J . 

2,900.  100 

833.860 

12,250 

20,985 

254,860 

6,855 

HOUSEHOLD  CHARACTERISTICS 

Private  Households 

Total  nuaber  of  private  households . 

8,991,675 

3.221,725 

44,880 

112.410 

816.440 

38.  125 

by  size  of  household 

1  person . 

1.934,710 

679,645 

8,290 

25.  190 

212,845 

7,545 

7  persons . 

2,701,175 

964.400 

12,230 

32,330 

242,320 

13,035 

3  persons  . 

1,599,320 

570,070 

8,685 

19.445 

137,925 

6 . 540 

4-5  persons . 

2,409,800 

883,060 

13,895 

30,955 

187,395 

9,925 

£  -  9  persons . 

336,900 

121,880 

1,755 

4,400 

34.950 

1 . 050 

10  or  more  per  sons . . 

9,760 

2,670 

25 

85 

1,000 

20 

by  nuaber  of  f an i  1  i es 

8,970 

Hon- far  -  1 >  househo id . 

2,356,675 

821,620 

9,605 

29,030 

265,715 

^Hknsus  family . 

6,537,880 

2,355,745 

34,905 

82,305 

53  1 , 840 

26 , 620 

HHiyrt  census  families . 

97,  120 

44,360 

370 

1,075 

18,885 

340 

Pe,  ,s  in  Private  Households 

Total . 

24,773,  1  10 

£.926,515 

130,045 

310,650 

2  157,530 

102.675 

Average  number  of  persons  per  household . 

2.8 

2.8 

2.9 

2.8 

2.6 

2 . 7 

CENSUS  FAMILY  CHARACTERISTICS 

Census  f  as i 1 i es 

Total  nuaber  of  census  families  in  privete 

29.495 

households . 

6,734,975 

2.445.740 

35,640 

84,470 

570,335 

by  size  of  f eo i  1 y 

13,290 

6  191- 

2  persons 

2,690.575 

982,375 

12,625 

32,795 

248.020 

3  persons . 

1,536.710 

553.755 

8,475 

18,930 

133,830 

6!  805 
3,200 

<  persons .  . 

1,644.205 

604.660 

9.375 

20,695 

124  790 

5  or  more  per  sons . . . 

by  feaily  structure  and  presence  of 

863,485 

304,950 

5.  165 

12,050 

63.695 

chi Idren 

26.035 

11.320 

14  720 

Nuaber  of  husband-wife  families 

5,881,335 

2. 154.985 

31,095 

73,585 

465  515 

With  no  children  at  home 

2.201/550 

816,525 

10,  130 

26,765 

197.960 

Kith  children  at  home 

3,679,785 

1.338,460 

20,960 

46.820 

287  555 

5  140 

1  chile  at  home 

1,280,610 

464,950 

7,025 

15,595 

109  560 

6  470 

2  Chil-oren  at  home 

1,564,685 

577.360 

8,910 

19,530 

117  145 

3,110 

3  OI  more  children  at  home 

834.485 

296,  155 

5,025 

11,695 

6o! 835 

Nuaber  of  lone-parent  families 

853,640 

290,755 

4,550 

10,885 

64,620 

3.460 

580 

hale  parent . 

151,740 

51.845 

830 

1,865 

13.525 

370 

1  child  el  home  . . 

91.020 

31.025 

495 

1,070 

6  490 

140 

2  children  at  home  . . . 

42.  155 

14,700 

235 

520 

3  540 

70 

3  or  more  children  at  home 

18.560 

6.  120 

100 

270 

1  505 

2.885 

f  ema 1 e  par  en  t  . 

70 1 , 900 

238,905 

3,720 

9.020 

7  1 . 295 

1,605 

1  chile  at  home 

398,005 

134,820 

2.005 

4,955 

4  1  570 

915 

7  ch i i d' en  at  home  ... 

213.945 

74.110 

1,210 

2.810 

20.  7  15 

360 

3  or  more  children  at  home 

• 

89,955 

29.980 

500 

1.250 

9,005 

1 

Mater  loo 
Reg i one  I 

Mur i c i pa I i t  y 


CO/DR 


115,610 

72,590 

43,020 


65.455 

10,930 

60 

39.  160 


115,610 


22.760 

34,645 

20,905 

33,110 

4,035 

155 


27.805 

86,710 

1,095 


324.530 

2.8 


88,930 


34,425 
20.050 
23.  125 
11,325 


79.  120 
26,915 
50.205 
16,980 
22.  195 
11,035 

9,805 
1,685 
895 
500 
185 
8.  120 
4.515 
2.570 
1,035 


Selected  Characteristics  for  Census  Divisions  and  Census  Subdivisions,  1986  Census  —  20%  Sample  Data 


Character  1  it ica 

CANADA  1 

Ontario  1 

PROVINCE 

A  1  goes 

0  i  a  t  r  i  c  t  t 

CO/Ofi 

Essex  County 

C0/0R 

Toronto 
Metropol i tan 
Munic ipa  1  i  ty 

C0/DR 

Pattrborough 

County 

CD/DR 

Na  t  a  r  1  oo 
Regional  1 
Munic ipa lit) 

co/oa 

POPULATION  CHARACTERISTICS 

Total  papulation  (including  i ni t i t ut i ona 1 
reiidenta) . 

25,309,330 

9. 101.695 

131.840 

316.365 

2.  192.725 

105.055 

325.405 

2. 

Total  populat  ion  (norv- inst  i  tut  iona  1 )( 1)  ........ . 

25,022,005 

9.001.  170 

130.980 

312,670 

2.  173.890 

103,620 

326.370 

3. 

by  hoae  language 

5 ingle  responses . 

23,862,335 

8.497,525 

123,255 

29  1,595 

1.968.340 

102,340 

305.555 

4. 

Engl i sh . 

16.595.535 

7,432,435 

111.725 

264,035 

1.583.075 

101.085 

283.010 

5. 

f  reach . 

5.798.470 

281.615 

6.850 

5.  155 

10.730 

160 

1.230 

6 

Noa-cfficial  languages . . 

1.468.325 

723.470 

4,680 

22.405 

394,535 

1,  100 

25.315 

7. 

Italian . 

27  1.835 

168.895 

2.635 

7.200 

93.  160 

10 

745 

8 

Chinese . 

230.480 

101.870 

100 

1,420 

73.380 

105 

1.  185 

9 

Par  tuguese . . 

105.420 

74.400 

145 

1.660 

42.940 

« 

5.995 

0. 

Seriian . 

1)2,555 

40.125 

205 

2,  160 

7.410 

190 

7.955 

1  . 

Creek . 

72.550 

36.435 

25 

560 

26.585 

50 

635 

2. 

Other  languages . 

675.485 

301.750 

1.565 

9,375 

151,060 

665 

8.810 

3. 

Njltiple  responses . 

1  .  159.670 

503.645 

7.720 

21,075 

165.550 

1.280 

16.820 

’4. 

by  official  language 

Engl »sh  Only . 

16,7 16.900 

7.745,550 

108,695 

275.005 

1.687,640 

97.755 

300.525 

:5. 

? r ench  only . 

3,957.730 

55.470 

1.645 

655 

2.  155 

5 

195 

.6. 

Both  English  and  french . 

4.056.  160 

1.057,630 

20.000 

33,  120 

196.640 

5.680 

21. 160 

;7. 

neither  English  nor  french . 

291.215 

142,525 

640 

3.890 

87.455 

175 

t.no 

18. 

by  ethnic  origin 

Single  origins . 

18.035,660 

5.952. 105 

76.375 

199.320 

1.618,020 

61.705 

208.745 

19. 

British!?)...  . . 

6,332.725 

2.912.835 

35.260 

82.735 

550.525 

50,825 

95. 065 

?0. 

f  reach  (3) . 

6.093. 165 

531.580 

14.805 

33,985 

39.640 

1,870 

7.450 

21. 

Italian . . 

709.590 

461,375 

10,985 

21,065 

203.370 

645 

3.  1 10 

:2. 

German . 

896,720 

265. 155 

2.  135 

12.  1 15 

41.830 

1,930 

48.800 

73. 

Dutch  (Nether  lends)..... . 

351.765 

171.  155 

675 

2,755 

13,665 

1,895 

5.685 

74. 

Chinese  .  . 

360,320 

156.  170 

305 

2.265 

105,770 

200 

1. 96'  i 

’5. 

Portuguese  . 

199,595 

139,225 

460 

3.  100 

72,245 

5 

11.76  1 

:6. 

Other  S'ngle  origins . 

3,09  1.  790 

1.294,615 

11.765 

41.290 

590.980 

.  4. 130 

34.375  ’ 

77. 

Multiple  originsU) . 

6,986,345 

3.049,065 

54.605 

113,350 

555.870 

41.920 

117.630 

28. 

by  citizenship 

Canadian  citizenship  (5)  . 

23,997.710 

8,431,005 

128.020 

297,  160 

1,900.960 

101.255 

an 

O 

o 

n 

29 

Ci t izensh i p  olhe r  than  Canadian  161 . 

1.024,300 

570. 165 

2,960 

15,505 

272,930 

2,365 

18.570 

30. 

by  place  of  birth 

hon - ioni gr an t  popu 1 8 t i on  17) . 

21.  113,855 

6,919,970 

115,225 

249.  1  15 

1.291,955 

93.260 

260.530 

31. 

Bora  in  province  o(  residence . 

17,832.655 

5.969.  190 

102,975 

229.945 

1.081.820 

65.045 

230  975 

32. 

Imigrint  population  . 

3,908. 150 

2.081.200 

15.755 

63.560 

881,940 

15.345 

65.850 

33. 

United  States  of  America  . 

282.025 

106,205 

1.715 

7,700 

26,375 

1.040 

3.350 

34 

Other  Alter  i  ces  181 . 

341.235 

213.415 

305 

2,715 

136.385 

200 

4.720 

35. 

United  Kingdom . 

793.075 

452,345 

3.320 

10.  1 10 

120.980 

4.965 

u.  no 

36. 

Other  Europe  191  . 

1,642.020 

934.970 

9,740 

34.580 

360,955 

3,415 

35.565 

37. 

Africa .  . 

114.415 

47.215 

130 

495 

26.260 

80 

1.  195 

38 

Asia . .  . 

692.600 

314,900 

480 

7.535 

166.425 

540 

6.235 

39. 

Other  (10)  . 

42,780 

12.  145 

70 

425 

4.540 

100 

375 

40. 

Total  iaaigrant  population . 

3.908. 150 

2.081.200 

15,755 

63.555 

881.935 

10.340 

65  845 

4  1  . 

by  period  of  iaaigration 

Before  1948  . 

406.300 

171.285 

1 .  750 

9,950 

51.285 

1.875 

<555 

42 

1546  -  1966  . 

1.557.555 

896.  145 

9,955 

27,800 

320. 945 

5.705 

28.  1  15 

43 

1557  -  1977  . 

1.218.710 

666.260 

2.745 

17. 100 

320,550 

1,620 

23,025 

44 

1578  -  1982  . 

481.885 

227.835 

1,045 

5.390 

121.435 

585 

6.745 

45 

1583  -  198611  11  . 

243.700 

119.650 

265 

3.315 

67.725 

355 

3.405 

46 

by  age  at  iaaigration 

C  -  4  years . 

57  1.475 

281.245 

2.715 

9.815 

93,065 

1,905 

10.035 

47. 

5  -  U  ytars .  . 

1.097.410 

583.9  15 

4.290 

19.110 

241.965 

2.605 

16  535 

48 

25  years  and  over . 

2.239.265 

1,216.035 

8.745 

34.635 

546,905 

5.630 

37.  175 

49 

Total  population  5  years  and  over . 

23.  189.245 

8. 361.210 

120.670 

291. 130 

2.042.200 

96,515 

30  1.730 

50 

by  ubi  1  i ty  itat us 

son -sever  j . 

13,053.240 

4.636.650 

73.260 

178, 900 

1.  142.670 

55.830 

158.785 

51. 

hovers .  . 

10. 136.005 

3.724.365 

47.410 

112.230 

899,535 

40. 665 

142. 945 

52. 

»o«-»igr an  t  s 1 121 . 

5.622.  150 

2.037,830 

32.  150 

72.895 

548.860 

20.675 

85  435 

53 

ttigients  1131  .  .  . 

4.513,855 

1.686.535 

15.260 

39.335 

350,670 

20.010 

57  5  15 

54 

lion  same  census  division 

980.240 

346.965 

4.560 

16.395 

51.520 

5.  160 

12. 150 

55 

from  sa*e  province 

2.  145,215 

832.705 

7  .  560 

12.670 

120,545 

11.890 

30.380 

56 

from  di 1 ler  en  t  province 

974.490 

285.525 

2.460 

4.935 

67.  120 

2.210 

6  655 

57 

f  f o*  outside  Canada 

463. 905 

221.325 

655 

5,340 

111.485 

750 

‘  i 

cted  Characteristics  for  Census  Divisions  and  Census  Subdivisions,  1986  Census  -  20%  Sample  Data 


Character iit ics 

CANADA  t 

Ontario  1 

PROVINCE 

Algoas 

District  1 

C0/0R 

ssex  County 

CD/0B 

Toronto 

He  t  ropo 1 i tan 
Mun ic ipa 1 i ty 

CD/OR 

Peterborough 
Coun  t  y 

CO/OR 

Hater  l c>o 

Rag i one  1 

Hun i c i pa  1  •  t  y 

CO/DP 

POPULATION  CHARACTERISTICS 
(con? inutd) 

Toni  population  15  yaara  and  over . 

19.63*. (00 

7.  132.810 

99 . 490 

245  630 

1.804.020 

62.485 

253.375 

by  highest  level  of  schooling 

16.465 

less  than  Grade  9(10 . . 

3.393.725 

1.040,495 

40  270 

266.010 

10.735 

40.555 

traces  *•  13  -  Without  atcondary  certificate... 

5.321,230 

2,030,965 

31.290 

75.060 

453.460 

75.660 

74.610 

•  With  secondary  certificate . 

2.511,220 

946.430 

14,385 

33.705 

213.965 

11.460 

31,770 

Trades  certificate  or  diploma . 

601.500 

203. 1 10 

3.565 

6  205 

36.690 

3.095 

7.375 

0:*er  non-un iver s i ty  education  on  1 y  115) 

5.925 

-  Wi thout  certificate  . 

1.335.720 

475,665 

16.660 

12 1 . 350 

6,070 

15,795 

-  With  cer  t  i  f  i  cate  1 1 61 . 

2.653,570 

1.044,005 

14.035 

31.950 

234 . 975 

13. 175 

37.025 

Ifr  i  ver  s  i  ty  1 1 7)  -  Without  degree  . 

1,736.665 

620.700 

7.255 

22.075 

168,  1  10 

5.665 

21,575 

-  With  degree . 

1.676,460 

77 1.405 

6,560 

U* 

o 

o 

267.425 

6.560 

24.525 

by  se*  end  aajor  field  of  study 

Kales  with  post  seconder y ( IB)  qualifications... 

3.305.295 

1,226, 160 

15.285 

35.  195 

325.635 

13.425 

42.605 

educational,  recreational  and  counselling 

services  . 

166.365 

47.255 

615 

■  .  560 

10.525 

615 

1.575 

•  me  and  appi  i  ed  arts . . 

114. 100 

44.620 

255 

1 . 085 

17.740 

385 

1.360 

humanities  and  related  fields  . 

185.790 

72.560 

635 

2  030 

24.635 

720 

2.590 

See i a i  sciences  and  relatec  fields . 

271,360 

119.380 

1 ,  150 

2.905 

38.285 

1.  160 

3,750 

Commerce,  management  and  business  admin.  ... 

518.390 

204.405 

1.410 

5.4  15 

65.355 

1.725 

7.015 

Mb,  igr i cu 1 tur a  I  and  biological 

sciences/technologies . 

169.465 

55.975 

430 

1.350 

10.925 

640 

2.000 

-gi  neer  i  ng  and  applied  sciences  . 

ineerir.g  and  applied  science 

210.245 

90,755 

900 

’  925 

29.570 

895 

2.540 

.cnnolog.es  ane  trades . 

1,377.330 

464.560 

9,090 

17.465 

96.  125 

6,370 

16.  145 

nealth  professions,  sciences  and  tech  . 

135.265 

46.880 

445 

1.275 

13,895 

545 

1.275 

.".ethemat  i  cs  and  physical  sciences  . 

143.290 

57.315 

335 

1.095 

17,740 

325 

2. 290 

ill  other  1 ISI . . 

11.665 

2.435 

20 

65 

850 

20 

70 

Fetales  with  postsecendery  ( 18)  qualifications. 

2.956,685 

1.086,230 

12. 155 

30  940 

301.790 

12,075 

35,675 

ioucatronal.  recreational  and  counselling 

services  . 

461,300 

146.665 

1.625 

i  990 

34.310 

1,670 

4. 605 

? i ne  and  app lied  arts . 

244.560 

90.395 

1.020 

3.535 

26.490 

865 

3.  1 10 

r.umanlties  end  related  fields . 

220,965 

94.450 

755 

2.045 

34.510 

830 

3,  185 

Social  sciences  and  related  fieios . 

233.560 

106.315 

1  .  140 

2.620 

35,760 

1.  115 

3.520 

Commerce,  management  and  business  admin.  ... 

869.090 

308.965 

3.780 

6.  165 

67.630 

3.400 

10. 345 

igriculiurel  and  biological 

sciencts/iechnologies . 

140.060 

48.435 

490 

1.255 

12,935 

495 

1.555 

engineering  and  applied  sciences  . 

14.640 

6,600 

30 

165 

2.830 

5 

155 

engineering  and  applied  science 

technologies  and  trades... . 

100,755 

39,550 

530 

1.  100 

11,730 

345 

1.515 

health  professions,  sciences  anc  tech  . 

563.595 

216.525 

2,905 

7.365 

46.550 

3.  155 

6.655 

hathemetics  and  physical  sciences . 

59.645 

24. 150 

165 

645 

8.305 

175 

945 

ill  other  ( 19) . 

10.465 

2.  165 

5 

40 

730 

5 

95 

by  labour  force  activity 

Kies  *  15  years  and  over . 

9.606.255 

3,471.250 

49.395 

1  19.360 

86 1 . 845 

39.580 

123  775 

In  the  I  abour  force  . . 

7.441. 170 

2,752,450 

38.240 

•2.765 

663.420 

29. 125 

101  645 

Employed  . 

6.724.210 

2.589.430 

33.515 

•5.685 

644 . 680 

27.420 

96.940 

Unemployed . . 

7  16,960 

163.025 

4.720 

7.080 

36.545 

1.  705 

4.705 

Participation  rate . . 

77.5 

79.3 

77.4 

77.7 

79.3 

73.6 

82.  1 

Harried  (excludes  seperetedi . 

81.4 

82.4 

62.6 

60.6 

61.8 

75.4 

65.3 

Unemployment  rate . 

9.6 

5.9 

12.3 

7.6 

5.6 

5.9 

4.6 

feaales  •  15  years  and  over . 

10.077,650 

3,661.565 

50. 100 

126.265 

942.  160 

47.905 

129. 605 

In  the  labour  force . 

5.606.690 

2.  169.790 

25.760 

65.010 

59  1,065 

23.115 

80.215 

Employed . 

4.976.005 

1.995.720 

22.505 

60.460 

553,  160 

70.675 

74.330 

Unemployed  . .  .  .  . 

630.665 

174.065 

3.255 

7.535 

.  37.925 

2.440 

5.665 

Participation  rate . 

55.9 

59.3 

51.4 

S3  9 

62.7 

53  9 

61.9 

harried  (excludes  stparetedi  . 

57.2 

(0  1 

52.2 

54.7 

63.1 

54  1 

63.7 

Unemployment  rate.  . 

11.2 

6.0 

13.6 

11.1 

6.4 

10.6 

7.3 

fcoth  sexes  -  Participation  rate . 

66.5 

69  0 

64.3 

65.5 

70.6 

63.3 

7  1.6 

15-74  years  . 

67.6 

71.7 

63  4 

70.4 

72.0 

74.0 

74  6 

.  25  yea's  and  over . 

66  1 

66.3 

64.6 

64.  1 

70  3 

60. 6 

70  9 

■  harried  (excludes  separated'  .  ... 

69.3 

71.3 

67.4 

67.7 

72.5 

64  6 

74.3 

^employment  rate .  . 

10.3 

6  8 

12.5 

9  1 

6  0 

7.9 

5  6 

15-7*  years  . 

17.0 

12.2 

23.7 

14.6 

10  6 

13  7 

10.2 

25  years  end  over . 

6.5 

5.4 

9.3 

7  4 

4  6 

6.2 

4  5 
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Character iat ics 

CANADA  f 

Onttr io  1 

PROVINCE 

Algoaa 
District  t 

C0/DR 

Essex  County 

C0/0R 

Tor  onto 
Hetropo 1 i tan 
Municipa 1 i ty 

C0/0R 

Peterborough 

County 

C0/0R 

Hater  s oo 

Reg • one  1 

Hun ic ipa 1 i ty 

CD/OR 

POPULATION  CHARACTERISTICS 
( cone  1 uded ) 

Total  labour  force  IS  yemrs  and  over . 

13.049.855 

4.922,240 

64.000 

160.780 

1,274.505 

52,245 

181.860 

Not  app l  i  cable  1201 . . 

309.830 

61,865 

1.720 

2.565 

14.495 

615 

1.725 

by  industry  divi  s  i  one  12 II 

180. 135 

A 1  1  indust  r  i es  1221 . . 

(2,740,230 

4,860.360 

62.280 

158,210 

1.260.010 

51,430 

Primary  industries  (Divisions  i.B.C  and  Dl 

865,510 

192.735 

6,705 

7,025 

6.430 

2,  195 

4 . 455 

Kanu  f  ac  tur  i  ng  industries  (Division  £]  . 

2.  196.745 

1,069,595 

12,975 

50.475 

271.035 

10.835 

59.775 

Construction  industries  (Oivision  F) . 

759,  165 

278, 365 

3.  170 

6.950 

66,010 

3.350 

10.765 

Transportation,  storage,  comntun  i cat  ion  and 
other  utility  industries 
(Di  v  i  s  ions  C  and  HI . 

977.605 

335,430 

4.500 

8,500 

87,555 

3, 125 

7.560 

Trade  industries  (Divisions  !  and  Jl . 

2.  190.850 

833,  130 

10.090 

25,505 

218.465 

1,890 

29.640 

Finance,  insurance  and  real  estate 
industries  (Divisions  It  and  11 . 

690,895 

293.865 

2.060 

6.  190 

1 16.630 

2,285 

10.660 

Government  service  industries  (Division  HI 

969.280 

335,450 

3,690 

5,670 

62.  1 10 

2,325 

5.720 

Otner  service  industries  (Div.s.ons  h.  0. 

P.  0  end  Rl . 

4,090, 180 

1,521.800 

19.090 

47.900 

431.760 

17,440 

51. 170 

by  sex  and  occupation  oajor  groups (21) 

Kales  -  fill  occupat i ons (22) . 

7.294,215 

2,725.  160 

37,490 

91,820 

676.  165 

28,870 

too, 870 

Managerial,  admin istret ive  end  related 
occupations .  . 

919.690 

365,665 

2.935 

9.010 

98.000 

3.  125 

52.795 

Teaching  and  related  occupations  . 

207.450 

74.330 

930 

2.480 

16.365 

1.045 

3,580 

Occupations  in  medicine  and  health . 

130, 270 

42,960 

450 

1,260 

12.660 

480 

1.  115 

Technological,  socia'.  religicus.  artistic 
and  related  occupa t . on s  (231  . 

619.420 

249,  135 

2.615 

5,675 

80,355 

2,  195 

7.955 

Clerical  and  related  occupations  . 

494.4  10 

205.080 

1 . 890 

5.270 

70.510 

1,775 

6,285 

Seles  occupations .  . 

641,755 

236,555 

2,230 

6.410 

66.E35 

2,745 

8.970 

Service  occupat ions  . 

742,615 

264.700 

2.800 

8.  135 

74.230 

2,710 

7.350 

Pr  unary  occupat  ions  1241  . 

575.020 

134,470 

3,785 

4.235 

6,940 

1,650 

3.590 

Processing  occupations  . 

336,980 

113,760 

3,590 

3.440 

20,705 

670 

5.470 

Machining,  product  i abr i ca t I r c .  assembling 

23.220 

and  repairing  occupat ions  (2:  .... 

986, 155 

440.020 

5.845 

27,660 

95.045 

5,830 

Construction  traces  occupations . 

735,385 

257,860 

5.225 

6.515 

55.  140 

3,430 

8.745 

Transport  equipment  ope*atinc  occupations. 

432.435 

147.  160 

2.145 

4,875 

30,885 

1.470 

4.735 

Other  (26) . 

472.625 

191.455 

3,050 

6.855 

48.700 

1.755 

7.070 

Females  -  All  occupat i on j 122) . 

5.446.010 

2.  135.220 

24.790 

66,390 

583,850 

22.560 

79.260 

Managerial,  adm  i  n  i  s  t  r  a ;  i  ve  er.c  related 
occupat ions . 

422,280 

178.975 

1.395 

4,085 

60,370 

1,330 

4.940 

Teaching  and  related  occupations  . 

336. 190 

120.945 

1,870 

3,585 

29. 155 

1.415 

4.575 

Occupations  in  mecicine  and  health 

483.820 

172,715 

2,370 

6.465 

38.475 

2.360 

5.025 

Technological,  social,  religious,  artistic 
•no  related  occupat ions  (23) 

316.730 

126. 66S 

1.235 

2,955 

42.885 

975' 

3.775 

Clerical  end  related  occupations  . 

1.824.205 

725,340 

7.645 

19.630 

217.285 

6.865 

J) . 465 
7,400 

Sales  occupat ions  .  .  . 

511.410 

205.350 

2.755 

6.600 

51.765 

2.690 

Service  occupa  t i or s . 

874.905 

31  1,730 

5.845 

11,435 

66.070 

4.015 

(2. 160 

Primary  OCCUpB l  I  On S  12*  1 

136. 135 

40,380 

350 

2.035 

1.465 

495 

t .  065 

Processing  occupations 

109.820 

37.260 

345 

1,605 

8.300 

345 

2.690 

Machining,  product  fabricating.  assembling 
end  repairing  occupa t i on s  (25 • 

249.725 

126.070 

250 

4.880 

41.685 

1,210 

10.050 

Construction  treoes  occupation 

18.095 

6.815 

180 

225 

1.525 

110 

260 

Transport  equipment  operaiinc  occupations 

36.385 

16,600 

285 

540 

2.360 

210 

520 

Other  1261 . 

126.310 

66.350 

270 

1,960 

22.505 

600 

3.310 

by  sex  end  class  of  worker 

Males  •  All  classes  of  worker  (22)  (27) . 

7.294.215 

2.725.  160 

37.485 

91.820 

676,  165 

28.870 

100. 875 

Pa«d  workers (28) 

6.633.070 

2,513.965 

35.625 

86.660 

630.380 

25.975 

>4. 130 
,  (.465 

Sel 1 -employed  I ? 5 1 

638. 880 

205,285 

1.820 

4.940 

45.340 

2.810 

females  -  All  classes  of  wor  ker  (22)  (27)  . 

5  446.015 

2. 135.220 

24.790 

66.390 

583.850 

22.560 

T9. 260 

Paid  -or » ei  s  I26i 

5. 192.345 

2.045.960 

23.845 

64.  130 

564.985 

21.425 

7$ . 230 

Seif-  emo  i  oyed  l?9> 

186.850 

71,500 

795 

1.735 

17.560 

855 

2.530 

Jf 
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CANADA  Y 

Ontar ic  1 

A 1  goae 

Essex  County 

Toronto 

Peterborough 

H»  t  e  r  1  oc 

District  t 

Me  t  r  opo  1  i  t  sn 

County 

Reg i on* 1 

Hun i c ip* I i ty 

Hun  i  c i p* 1 i t  y 

PROVINCE 

CD/OR 

C0/DR 

C0/DR 

CD/OR 

C0/0P 

8.991,675 

3,221.730 

44,875 

112.410 

616.445 

38.  125 

115.610 

5.8 

6.  1 

5.9 

6  1 

5.5 

6.2 

6  2 

s 

84.835 

$ 

104,063 

1 

60.664 

75.351 

145,598 

79.937 

5 

96.80 

1,8?3,?75 

736.550 

7.720 

33.815 

180.200 

11.280 

21.915 

1,796,375 

670. 550 

12.  130 

26.235 

207 . 915 

8.  150 

20.315 

1,7  48.  130 

649.750 

8.055 

18. 005 

70t , 700 

6.335 

26  070 

J, 667,470 

874,395 

13.080 

28.265 

176,725 

9.655 

35.863 

956.470 

290.475 

3.885 

4.065 

46.900 

2,500 

11,370 

8,505,500 

3,098.910 

41.785 

106,  1  10 

604.525 

36.  140 

113.040 

3.741,680 

1.748.540 

11.600 

76.840 

522.515 

8.355 

64 . 370 

3,013,570 

765,520 

18,370 

28.175 

166 . 765 

14.660 

26.760 

1.585.410 

553.975 

9.610 

5.475 

122, 035 

1 1, 120 

21,330 

651,010 

149,695 

5,295 

1,210 

5.  120 

3.990 

3.  150 

8.991.675 

3.221,730 

44.880 

112.410 

616.440 

38.  120 

115.610 

0.5 

0.5 

0.5 

0.5 

0.5 

0.4 

C  5 

1,664,870 

575,600 

8.440 

17,225 

179.830 

5.095 

22.385 

$ 

460 

1 

483 

1 

447 

434 

516 

438 

t 

<30 

501,481 

154.580 

2,510 

5,080 

46.450 

1.815 

5.395 

4,  144,460 

1.535,590 

23.505 

57,760 

289.755 

20.590 

57.  125 

% 

500 

1 

536 

$ 

463 

480 

570 

443 

i 

512 

493, 705 

167,425 

2.  125 

5.015 

34.995 

2.300 

5.405 

8,956.315 

3,274,955 

45,565 

112,420 

805.200 

37.595 

117.630 

311.030 

111.555 

1,635 

4.075 

26.235 

1.  185 

3.775 

463.735 

168.940 

2,525 

6.  100 

40.990 

2,  150 

5.590 

438.875 

146,035 

2,020 

5.070 

36.4  10 

1,795 

5.025 

487.910 

143.950 

1,695 

5.060 

38.030 

2,015 

5.005 

783.330 

243,915 

2,870 

8.060 

61.  135 

3.  145 

8.450 

1.086.885 

361.  195 

4.  170 

11,610 

91.485 

5,465 

13.450 

953.435 

326.280 

3,450 

S.590 

89. 195 

3,895 

O 

o 

r» 

4>e 

931.345 

342.785 

3.490 

9,350 

89.745 

3.745 

14.720 

883.930 

344.930 

4,500 

10.705 

84. 125 

4,240 

U 

786.645 

317.505 

6.340 

12.855 

69.110 

3.670 

11.780 

1. 844, 330 

767.670 

12.670 

29.945 

176.760 

6,290 

22.575 

s 

23.365 

1 

25.  145 

S 

25.095 

25.246 

25.634 

21.873 

5 

23.551 

s 

19.797 

s 

21.771 

i 

25,706 

23.451 

20.681 

18.870 

5 

21.604 

i 

17 

1 

31 

s 

176 

173 

79 

203 

i 

131 

8.  163,525 

3.081.640 

37,830 

102. 175 

814.430 

36.275 

110.980 

539.480 

193. 155 

3.265 

7.375 

38.295 

2,470 

7.385 

778.340 

297.305 

4.870 

11.310 

82.250 

3,645 

11.030 

760.355 

275.040 

4.265 

10,280 

90.445 

3,930 

9.930 

816.035 

271,255 

3.700 

9.795 

60.385 

3.660 

9.965 

1.353.790 

462.625 

6.385 

17. 135 

1 14.590 

6.260 

17.315 

1.276. 970 

487.395 

5.275 

15.415 

132.015 

6.  160 

20.700 

976.200 

393.655 

3.595 

10.395 

1 18.360 

3.665 

15  960 

676,900 

275,370 

2.210 

6.720 

86.765 

2,360 

8.385 

402,005 

162,280 

1.470 

5,060 

51.935 

1,310 

4.  105 

256.080 

106.805 

1.  150 

3.840 

33.700 

1.050 

2.535 

336.410 

156.365 

1,605 

4,850 

55.790 

1.  145 

3.780 

t 

12.615 

1 

13.422 

i 

11.143 

12  323 

15.415 

11,504 

$ 

17.201 

i 

9.540 

1 

10.3 19 

i 

6,385 

6  950 

12.473 

8,825 

i 

9  973 

i 

0 

1 

15 

1 

1 0S 

75 

33 

lie 

5 

70 

Character iat ici 


WELLING  CHARACTERISTICS 

lot ■ 1  nuaber  o(  occupied  private  dwellings. 
Average  number  of  rooms  per  o-ellmg  ... 
Average  value  of  dwelling  1301  . 


by  period  of  corn tr uct ion 

Before  1 9 d 6  . 

1946  -  1960 . 

196  1  -  1970  . 

1971  -  I960  . 

1981  -  198611  11 . 


Dwellings  with  central  heating  131) 
Total . 


Dwellings  by  principal  heating  fuel 

Cas  13?) . 

E  l  ecu  ic  i  ty  1331 . 

Oil  134) . 

Other  fuels  135) . 


HOUSEHOLD  CHARACTERISTICS 


Total  nuaber  of  private  households . 

tverage  number  of  persons  pe'  'oor . 

Tenant  one-family  households  w;nou; 

one  l  persons  (36) . 

ge  gross  rent  (month  I y) . 

rent  >=  301  of  household  income  (37) 


ieneM  o 


Ownei  one-family  households  without  additional 
oer  sons  1361 .  . 

Average  major  payments  for  o-^e’s  (monthly). 
Owner's  maior  payments  >:  307  cf  household 
income  1371 . 


1995  INCOME  CHARACTERISTICS 

lota  I  incone  (38) 


by  sex  and  incoae  group 

Kales  15  years  and  over 
Under  Jl. 000139) 


S  1. 

000 

-  i  2, 

,999 

3, 

,000 

-  4, 

999 

5. 

000 

-  6, 

999 

7. 

,000 

-  9, 

.999 

10. 

,000 

-  14, 

999 

15, 

,000 

-  19, 

.999 

20, 

,000 

-  24 
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Selected  Characteristics  for  Census  Divisions  and  Census  Subdivisions,  1980  Consus  —  20%  Sample  Data 
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Toronto 

Sample  Characteristics 


Sample  Size 


Number  of  Cases 


Total  Number  of  Claims  Filed 

36,090 

Disposed  Cases 

726 

...  that  were  Defended 

366 

63% 

Undisposed  Cases 

273 

...  that  were  Defended 

63 

30% 
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Mean  Time  (accumulative) 

from  Filing  to  each  Stage  of  Litigation 

Disposed  and  Defended  Cases  -  Toronto 


Mean  Time  (Days) 


Defence  Listing  Pre-Trial  Trial 


Stage  of  Litigation 


Mean  Time  to  Disposition  for 
Defended  and  Disposed  Cases 

Mean  Time  for  Default  Cases 


Days 

631 

176 


Stages  of  Litigation 
Defence 
Listing 
Pre-Trial 
Trial 


Number  of  Cases 
386 
149 
67 
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Case  Management  Tracks 

Filing  to  Disposition  Times 

Number  of  Cases 


296 


- 1 - - 1 - - 1 - 

Fast  (0  -  220)  Standard  (220  -  440)  Complex  (440  «■) 

Track  Type 


Defended  and  Disposed  Cases  only. 

This  graph  shows  the  distribution  of  cases 
commenced  by  statment  of  claim  in  this  sample 
within  the  proposed  Case  Management  tracts. 
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TORONTO  SUPREME  COURT 
CASE  TYPE  BREAKDOWN 

CASE  TYPE  #  OF  CASES  (%) 


MOTOR  VEHICLE 

98 

(20) 

COLLECTION 

43 

(9) 

CONTRACT /COMMERCIAL 

136 

(27) 

MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 

14 

(3) 

REAL  PROPERTY 

81 

(16) 

NEGLIGENCE 

29 

(6) 

WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 

22 

(4) 

FAMILY/CHILD  LAW 

41 

(8) 

CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

37 

(7) 

TOTAL 

501 

TORONTO  SUPREME  COURT 
#  OF  DISPOSED  AND  UNDISPOSED  CASES 


CASE  TYPE 

»DISPOSED(%> 

*UNDISPOSED(%) 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 

66  (19) 

32  (21) 

COLLECTION 

35  (10) 

e  (5) 

CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 

97  (26) 

39  (25) 

MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 

7  (2) 

7  (5) 

REAL  PROPERTY 

65  (16) 

26  (17) 

NEGLIGENCE 

16  (5) 

11  (7) 

WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 

19  (5) 

3  (2) 

FAMILY/  CHILD  LAW 

23  (7) 

16  (12) 

CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

26  (6) 

9  (6) 

TOTAL 

348  (69) 

163  (31) 
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TORONTO  SUPREME  COURT 
DISPOSITION  TYPES 


of  ths  163  undisposed 
cssss,  64  had  f II# d  a 
statsmsnt  of  dsfsnce 


TORONTO  SUPREME  COURT 
DISPOSITIONS  TYPE  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED  CASES 
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TOTAL 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 

53 

5 

7 

0 

1 

65 
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55 
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0 

16 
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2 
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19 
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16 
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0 

0 

22 

CONST.  LIEN 

22 
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1 

0 

1 

26 

LEGEND:  S  *  aettlement  DIS 

D  -  default  TR 

NOD  -  notice  of  diacontinuance 


diamiaaed 

trial 
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TORONTO  SUPREME  COURT 

DISPOSITION  TYPES  -  DEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES 
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TR 

TOTAL 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 
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64 
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10 
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14 
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15 
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1  1 
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0 
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LEGEND:  S  -  settlement  DIS  -  dismissed 

D  -  default  TR  -  trial 

NOD  °  notice  of  discontinuance 
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TORONTO  SUPREME  COURT 

DISPOSITION  TYPES  -  UNDEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES 
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TR 

TOTAL 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 

6 

0 

6 

0 

0 

12 

COLLECTION 

1 

20 

4 

0 
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25 

CONTRACT/COMM 

10 

14 

1  1 
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35 

MED/PROF  MAL 
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1 

1 

0 

0 

3 

REAL  PROPERTY 

5 

33 

4 

0 

0 

42 

NEGLIGENCE 

0 
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3 

0 

0 

4 

WRONGFUL  DIS 

2 
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1 

0 

0 

4 

FAMILY/CHILD  LAW 
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0 

0 

1  1 

CONST.  LIEN 
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14 
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TR 
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TORONTO  SUPREME  COURT 
TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  AND  SERVICE  OF  CLAIM 
FOR  ALL  CASES  WITH  PROOF  OF  SERVICE 

70 
60 
60 
40 
30 
20 
to 
0 


#  of  cun 


68 


0  -  10  11  -  20  21  -  30  31  -  40  41  -  60  61  -  60  61  ♦ 


elapsed  time  (days) 


NUMBER  OF  CASES  WITH  PROOF  OF  SERVICE  OF 
STATEMENT  OF  CLAIM  •  86  OF  601  OR  17% 

MEAN  TIME  FROM  FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  SERVICE 
-  19  DAYS 

MEDIAN  •  6  DAYS 

76TH  PERCENTILE  -  13  DAYS 

90TH  PERCENTILE  -  37  DAYS 


5 


TORONTO  SUPREME  COURT 
TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  OF  CLAIM  AND  SERVICE 
OF  DEFENCE  FOR  ALL  DEFENDED  CASES 

100 
60 
60 
40 

20 
0 

WM  DISPOSED  CASES  EE3  UNDISPOSED  CASES 


#  OF  CASES 


61 


0*60  •1-1S0  121-190  191-S40  841-300  301-360  361-480  4S1-490  491  * 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


•  TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  CASES  CONTAINING  A  STATEMENT 
OF  DEFENCE  -  262  OF  601  OR  62% 

•  MEAN  TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  OF  CLAIM  AND  SERVICE 
OF  DEFENCE  •  162  DAYS 

•  MEDIAN  •  82  DAYS 

•  76TH  PERCENTILE  •  193  DAYS 

•  60TH  PERCENTILE  •  364  DAYS 


TORONTO  SUPREME  COURT 

TIME  FROM  FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE 


•  A)  FOR  DISPOSED  CASES 

•  Total  number  of  disposed  cases  •  348 

•  Total  disposed  cases  containing  a  statement  of 
defence  •  197  or  57% 

•  Mean  filing  to  defence  time  ■  126  days 

•  Median  •  71  days 

•  75th  percentile  ■  165  days 

•  90th  percentile  ■  254  days 


•  B)  ALL  UNDISPOSED  CASES 

•  Total  number  of  undisposed  cases  containing 
a  statement  of  defence  »  64  of  153  or  42% 

•  Mean  number  of  days  from  filing  of  claim  to 
filing  of  defence  ■  232  days 

•  median  •  119  days 

•  75th  percentile  •  295  days 

•  90th  percentile  ■  613  days 


TORONTO  SUPREME  COURT 
TIME  FROM  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE  TO  DISPOSITION 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS)  #  OF  CASES 


0  -  365  45 

366  -730  64 

731  -  1095  61 

1096  -1461  27 

1461  +  1 

TOTAL  198 


%  OF  TOTAL 

23 

32 

31 

14 

0 


•  MEAN  TIME  FROM  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE 
TO  DISPOSITION  ■  678  DAYS 

•  MEDIAN  ■  666  DAYS 

•  76TH  PERCENTILE  ■  934  DAYS 

•  90TH  PERCENTILE  -  1166  DAYS 
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TORONTO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  DISPOSITION 
PERCENTILES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED  CASES 


1400 
1200 
1000 
800 
600 
400 
200 
0 

MEAN  MEDIAN  76TH  PERCENTILE90TH  PERCENTILE 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


□ 


PERCENTILE 

ALL  DISPOSED  CASE8  E2  DEFENDED  ♦  DISPOSED 

UNDEFENDED  »  DlSP. 


9 


TORONTO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
ALL  DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 

elapsed  time  (days) 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
FAMILY/CHILD  LrtV 
CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

0  200  400  600  600  1000  1200  1400  1600 

■I  MEDIAN  E3  76TH  PERCENTILE 

CZ3  •OTH  PERCENTILE 


TORONTO  SUPREME  COURT 

FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED 

CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 

CASE  TYPE  &CASE5  MEAN  MEDIAN  761  h  PERCENTILE  fiDib 


motor  vehicle 

66 

622 

collection 

35 

342 

contract/comm 

97 

635 

med/prof  mal. 

7 

423 

real  property 

65 

264 

negligence 

16 

663 

wrongful  dis. 

19 

557 

family/child  law 

23 

295 

construction  lien 

28 

616 

TOTAL 

348 

(TIME  IS  MEASURED  IN 

DAYS) 

62  3 

1 1 14 

1276 

95 

597 

1126 

657 

967 

1220 

181 

739 

669 

77 

363 

609 

630 

1272 

1366 

362 

912 

1036 

243 

424 

512 

500 

612 

1 116 
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TORONTO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
DEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 


elapsed  time  (days) 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
FAMILY /CHILD  L 
CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

0  200  400  600  S00  10001200  1400  1600 


T3 - 

□ 

^ — j 

_ 

.  i 

^3 

MEDIAN  E3 

•0TH  PERCENTILE 


75TH  PERCENTILE 


TORONTO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  DEFENDED  AND 
DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 


CASE  ..TYPE 

* CASES  MEAN 

motor  vehicle 

54 

683 

collection 

10 

669 

contract/comm 

62 

602 

med/prof  mal. 

4 

712 

real  property 

13 

745 

negligence 

14 

1056 

wrongful  dis. 

15 

672 

family/child  law 

12 

434 

construction  lien 

14 

737 

TOTAL  198 

MEDIAN  75th  PERCENTILE  fiDlh 


653 

1166 

1305 

818 

1119 

1132 

820 

1067 

1236 

713 

844 

933 

657 

692 

934 

1034 

1265 

1370 

604 

985 

1082 

409 

458 

815 

660 

1044 

1169 

11 


TORONTO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
UNDEFENDED  &  DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 

elapsed  time  (days) 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
FAMILY/CHILD  LAV 
CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

0  200  400  600  600  1000  1200 

■I  MEDIAN  E53  76TH  PERCENTILE 

CZ3  tOTH  PERCENTILE 


TORONTO  SUPREME  COURT 

FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  UNDEFENDED 

AND  DISPOSED  CASES 


CASE  TYPE  # CASES  MEAN  MEDIAN  76th  PERCENTILE  fcDih 


motor  vehicle 
collection 
contract/comm 
med/prof  mal. 
real  property 
negligence 
wrongful  dis. 
family/child  law 
construction  lien 

TOTAL 


12 

552 

515 

25 

131 

60 

35 

337 

64 

3 

36 

25 

42 

115 

44B 

4 

IBB 

190 

4 

124 

45 

1 1 

144 

126 

14 

499 

304 

160 

B44 

1016 

1  10 

211 

437 

1034 

51 

63 

122 

272 

247 

2B5 

132 

230 

200 

243 

737 

791 

12 


TORONTO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED 
CASES  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 


DISPO- 

NUMBER 

PERCENTILE 

SITION 

TRIABLE 

CASES 

MEAN 

MEDIAN 

ZSIti 

BOTH 

S 

ALL  DISP. 

106 

677 

681 

065 

1 147 

DEF+DISP 

151 

757 

740 

088 

1177 

UNDEF+DISP 

45 

408 

250 

713 

885 

D 

ALL  DISP. 

106 

417 

83 

861 

1265 

DEFOISP 

35 

1021 

1147 

1271 

1360 

UNDEF+DISP 

71 

120 

40 

86 

200 

NOD 

ALL  DISP 

42 

356 

247 

416 

880 

DEF*DISP 

8 

668 

410 

875 

1255 

UNDEF^DISP 

34 

282 

166 

320 

778 

DIS 

ALL  DISP. 

1 

1484 

1484 

1484 

1484 

DEF*DISP 

1 

1404 

1484 

1484 

1484 

UNDEF^DISP 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TR 

ALL  DISP 

2 

004 

483 

005 

1 157 

DEF+DISP 

2 

004 

483 

005 

1 157 

UNDEF+DISP 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TORONTO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  ALL 
DISPOSED  CASES  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 


1600 

1400 

1200 

1000 

600 

600 

400 

200 

0 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


•ETTLIWINT  DEFAULT  NOTICE  OF  DIE.  OltIMIMED  TRIAL 


TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 


wean  KXSwedian  CZDteth  percentile  E2*oth  feacentile 
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TORONTO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DEFENDED 
AND  DISPOSED  CASES,  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 

1600 
1400 
1200 
1000 
600 
600 
400 
200 
0 

■  mean  E3median  CDtsth  percentile  EZsoth  fsrcentile 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


SETTLEMENT  DEFAULT  NOTICE  OF  DIE  DISMISSED  TRIAL 


TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 


TORONTO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DISPOSED 
&  UNDEFENDED  CASES,  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 

1000 

600 
600 

400 

200 

0 

TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


SETTLEMENT  DEFAULT  NOTICED  OF  DIS  DISMISSED  TRIAL 


mean  ESmedian  CIDtsth  FERCENTILE  ESscth  FENCE NTILE 
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TORONTO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DEFENDED 
CASES  WITH  NOTICES  OF  LISTING  FOR  TRIAL 

1200 
1000 
800 
600 
400 
200 
0 

#  OF  DEFENDED  CASES  WITH  LISTINGS 
FOR  TRIAL  ■  *6 


#  OF  DAYS 


1078 


MEAN  MEDIAN  76TH  PERCENTILE  •0TH  PERCENTILE 

PERCENTILE 


TORONTO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR 
PROPOSED  CASE  MANAGEMENT  TRACKS 

260 
200 
160 
100 
60 
0 

■1  ALL  DISPOSED  CASES  ES3  DEFAULT  CASES  EXCL 


#  OF  CASES 


184 


FAST  (0-220)  STANDARD  (220-440)  COMPLEX  (440  ♦) 
TRACK  TYPE  (DAYS) 
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TORONTO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  PRE-TRIAL  AND  PRE-TRIAL  TO  DISP.  TIMES 


L  FILING  TO  PRETRIAL 

-  number  of  cases  with  a 
pre-trial  ■  21  (4%) 

-  mean  filing  to  pre-trial 
time  -  616  days 

-  median  -  652  days 

-  75th  percentile  *  740  days 

-  90th  percentile  •  633  days 


II.  PRETRIAL  TO  DISPOSITION 

-  number  of  disposed  cases 
with  a  pre-trial*  20(456) 

-  mean  pre-trial  to  disp. 
time  -  150  days 

-  median  -  155  days 

-  75th  percentile  *262  days 
-  90th  percentile  *270  days 


•  TIME  FROM  NOTICE  OF  LISTING  FOR  TRIAL  TO 

PRE-TRIAL 

•  Number  of  cases  containing  a  notice  of  listing 
for  trial  and  a  pre-trial  date  •  17  (3%) 

•  Mean  number  of  days  between  notice  of  listing  and 
first  pre-trial  •  259  days 

•  Median  ■  193  days 

•  75th  percentile  •  376  days 

•  90th  percentile  ■  431  days 
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TORONTO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  SURVEY  DATE  FOR  UNDISPOSED  CASES 

UNDISPOSED  DEFENDED  &  UNDEFENDED  & 
CASES  UNDISPOSED  UNDISPOSED 


# CASES 

153 

64 

89 

MEDIAN 

1429 

1430 

1429 

76TH  PERC. 

1470 

1472 

1449 

90TH  PERC. 

1600 

1583 

1607 

SURVEY  DATE  WAS  06/29/1990 


TORONTO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  SURVEY  START  PERCENTILES 

2000 

1600 

1000 

600 

0 

■I  MEDIAN  E3  7ETM  PERCENTILE  CD  »0TH  PERCENTILE 


DAYS 


1600  1683  1607 


ALL  UNDISPD  DEFT)  A  UNDISP’D  UNDEFD  A  UNDISPD 


p 
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CIVIL  CASE  MANAGEMENT  STUDY 
TORONTO  DISTRICT  COURT 

CONTENTS 

Ea^e 
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TORONTO  DISTRICT  COURT 
CASE  TYPE  BREAKDOWN 


CASE  TYPE 

OF  i 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 

172 

(35) 

COLLECTION 

137 

(28) 

CONTRACT /COMMERCIAL 

103 

(21) 

MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 

1  1 

(0) 

REAL  PROPERTY 

27 

(5) 

NEGLIGENCE 

24 

(5) 

WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 

28 

(6) 

LANDLORD/TENANT 

6 

(D 

ESTATES 

0 

(0) 

family/child  law 

0 

(0) 

CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

0 

(0) 

TRUSTS 

0 

(0) 

TOTAL 


498 


TORONTO  DISTRICT  COURT 
#  OF  DISPOSED  AND  UNDISPOSED  CASES 


CASE  TYPE 

#DISPOSED(%) 

*UNDISPOSED(%) 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 

117  (31) 

55  (46) 

COLLECTION 

108  (29) 

29  (24) 

CONTRACT /COMMERCIAL 

88  (23) 

15  (13) 

MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 

0(0) 

1  (D 

REAL  PROPERTY 

16  (5) 

9  (8) 

NEGLIGENCE 

17  (5) 

7  (6) 

WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 

24  (6) 

4  (3) 

LANDLORD/TENANT 

6  (2) 

0  (0) 

ESTATES 

0  (0) 

0  (0) 

FAMILY/  CHILD  LAM 

0  (0) 

0  (0) 

CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

0  (0) 

0  (0) 

TRUSTS 

0  (0) 

0  (0) 

TOTAL 

378 

120 
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TORONTO  DISTRICT  COURT 
DISPOSITION  TYPES 


of  tha  120  undiapoeed 
cams,  19  had  filed  a 
statement  of  dafence 


TORONTO  DISTRICT  COURT 
DISPOSITIONS  TYPE  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED  CASES 


S 

D 

NOD 

DIS 

TR 

TOTAL 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 

68 

5 

34 

9 

1 

117 

COLLECTION 

15 

76 

9 

7 

1 

108 

CONTRACT /COMM 

37 

33 

5 

10 

3 

88 

MED/PROF  MAL 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

REAL  PROPERTY 

7 

7 

4 

0 

0 

18 

NEGLIGENCE 

8 

1 

6 

2 

1 

17 

WRONGFUL  DIS. 

18 

0 

2 

3 

1 

24 

LANDLORD/TENANT  1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

6 

ESTATES 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

FAMILY /CHILD  LAW 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

CONST.  LIEN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TRUSTS 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

LEGEND:  S  -  settlement 
D  -  default 

NOD  -  notice  of  discontinuance 


DIS 

TR 


dismissed 

trial 
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TORONTO  DISTRICT  COURT 

DISPOSITION  TYPES  -  DEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES 


S  D  NOD  DIS  TR  TOTAL 


MOTOR  VEHICLE  62 


COLLECTION  12 

CONTRACT/COMM  29 
MED/PROF  MAL  0 
REAL  PROPERTY  6 
NEGLIGENCE  6 

WRONGFUL  DIS.  16 
LANDLORD/TENANT  1 
ESTATES  0 

FAMiLY/CHILD  LAW  0 
CONST.  LIEN  0 

TRUSTS  0 


0  6  6  1 

2  3  7  1 

3  2  10  3 

0  0  0  0 

110  0 
0  0  2  0 

0  13  1 

0  0  2  1 

0  0  0  0 

0  0  0  0 

0  0  0  0 

0  0  0  0 


76 

25 

47 

0 

e 

e 

21 

4 

0 

0 

0 

0 


LEGEND:  S  -  settlement 
D  -  default 

NOD  -  notice  of  discontinuance 


DIS  -  dismissed 
TR  -  trial 


TORONTO  DISTRICT  COURT 

DISPOSITION  TYPES  -  UNDEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES 


S  D  NOD  DIS  TR  TOTAL 


MOTOR  VEHICLE  6 
COLLECTION  3 

CONTRACT/COMM  6 
MED/PROF  MAL  0 
REAL  PROPERTY  1 
NEGLIGENCE  2 

WRONGFUL  DIS.  2 
LANDLORD/TENANT  0 
ESTATES  0 

FAMILY /CHILD  LAW  0 
CONST.  LIEN  0 

TRUSTS  0 


6  29  1  0 

74  6  0  0 

30  3  0  0 

0  0  0  0 

6  3  0  0 

15  0  1 

0  10  0 

110  0 
0  0  0  0 

0  0  0  0 

0  0  0  0 

0  0  0  0 


41 

63 

41 

0 

10 

9 

3 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 


LEGEND:  S  -  settlement 
D  -  default 

NOD  -  notice  of  discontinuance 


DIS 

TR 


dismissed 

trial 


TORONTO  DISTRICT  COURT 
TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  AND  SERVICE  OF  CLAIM 
FOR  ALL  CASES  WITH  PROOF  OF  SERVICE 


#  Of  CIMI 

100  I - 


0  -10  11  -20  21  -  30  31  -  40  41  -60  61  -  60  61  ♦ 


elapsed  time  (days) 


•  NUMBER  OF  CASES  WITH  PROOF  OF  SERVICE  OF 
STATEMENT  OF  CLAIM  -  125  OF  498  OR  26% 

•  MEAN  TIME  FROM  FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  SERVICE 
•  26  DAYS 

•  MEDIAN  -  8  DAYS 

•  76TH  PERCENTILE  •  18  DAYS 

•  90TH  PERCENTILE  •  71  DAYS 


TORONTO  DISTRICT  COURT 
TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  OF  CLAIM  AND  SERVICE 
OF  DEFENCE  FOR  ALL  DEFENDED  CASES 


100 
80 
60 
40 
20 
0 

0*60  ei-120  1S1-160  181**40  *41*300  301-360  381*420  421-460  461  * 


#  OF  CASES 


91 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


DISPOSED  CASES 


ESS  UNDISPOSED  CASES 


TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  CASES  CONTAINING  A  STATEMENT 
OF  DEFENCE  •  2 08  OF  498  OR  42% 

MEAN  TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  OF  CLAIM  AND  SERVICE 
OF  DEFENCE  •  168  DAYS 

MEDIAN  •  67  DAYS 

76TH  PERCENTILE  •  180  DAYS 

90TH  PERCENTILE  •  416  DAYS 


6 


TORONTO  DISTRICT  COURT 

TIME  FROM  FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE 

•  A)  FOR  DISPOSED  CASES 

•  Total  number  of  disposed  cases  ■  378 

•  Total  disposed  cases  containing  a  statement  of 
defence  ■  189  or  50% 

•  Mean  filing  to  defence  time  •  144  days 

•  Median  ■  64  days 

•  75th  percentile  •  151  days 

•  90th  percentile  ■  354  days 


•  B)  ALL  UNDISPOSED  CASES 

•  Total  number  of  undisposed  cases  containing 
a  statement  of  defence  »  19  of  120  or  16% 

•  Mean  number  of  days  from  filing  of  claim  to 
filing  of  defence  ■  409  days 

•  median  •  319  days 

•  75th  percentile  •  581  days 

•  90th  percentile  ■  877  days 


TORONTO  DISTRICT  COURT 
TIME  FROM  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE  TO  DISPOSITION 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS)  #  OF  CASES 


0  -  365 
366  -730 
731  -  1095 
1096  -1461 
1461  + 
TOTAL 


61 

73 

38 

17 

0 

189 


%  OF  TOTAL 

32 

39 

20 

9 

0 


MEAN  TIME  FROM  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE 
TO  DISPOSITION  •  557  DAYS 

MEDIAN  ■  507  DAYS 

75TH  PERCENTILE  ■  790  DAYS 

90TH  PERCENTILE  ■  1080  DAYS 


TORONTO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  DISPOSITION 
PERCENTILES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED  CASES 


1400 
1200 
1000 
800 
600 
400 
200 
0 

MEAN  MEDIAN  76TH  PERCENTILE 90TH  PERCENTILE 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


PERCENTILE 


■I  ALL  DI8P08ED  CASES 
□  UNDEFENDED  ♦  OI8P. 


EE  DEFENDED  ♦  DISPOSED 
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TORONTO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
ALL  DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 


elapsed  time  (days) 


MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMM  ERCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
LANDLORD/TENANT 
ESTATES 
FAMILY/CHILD  LAV 
CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 
TRUSTS 


E3 


MEDIAN  ES 

•OTH  PERCENTILE 


76TH  PERCENTILE 


TORONTO  DISTRICT  COURT 

FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED 

CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 

CASE  TYPE  &CA5 S3  MEAN  MEDIAN  75th  PERCENTILE  ££lb 


motor  vehicle 

117 

640 

562 

690 

1172 

collection 

106 

197 

54 

161 

535 

contract/comm 

ee 

443 

299 

709 

1044 

med/prof  mal. 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

real  property 

16 

356 

102 

609 

636 

negligence 

17 

676 

604 

1016 

1191 

wrongful  dis. 

24 

629 

400 

711 

1073 

landlord/tenant 

6 

426 

484 

503 

698 

estates 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

family/child  law 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

construction  lien 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

trusts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TOTAL 

766 

(TIME  IS  MEASURED  IN 

DAYS) 
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TORONTO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
DEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 


elapsed  time  (days) 


MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
LANDLORD/TENANT 
ESTATES 
FAMILT/CHILD  LAW 
CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 
TRUSTS 


MEDIAN 


E3 


□  •OTH  PERCENTILE 


78TH  PERCENTILE 


TORONTO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  DEFENDED  AND 
DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 


CASE  TYPE 

# CASES  MEAN  MEDIAN 

7fith  PERCENTILE 

am h 

motor  vehicle 

76 

784 

707 

990 

1232 

collection 

25 

560 

508 

806 

967 

contract/comm 

47 

685 

640 

901 

1226 

med/prof  mal. 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

real  property 

6 

632 

470 

810 

989 

negligence 

e 

934 

861 

1037 

1297 

wrongful  dis. 

21 

570 

475 

766 

1109 

landlord/tenant 

4 

608 

522 

638 

729 

estates 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

family/child  law 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

construction  lien 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

trusts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TOTAL  189 
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TORONTO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
UNDEFENDED  &  DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 


elapsed  time  (days) 


MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMM  ERCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
LANDLORD/TENANT 
ESTATES 
FAMILY/CHILD  LrtV 
CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 
TRUSTS 


200  400  600  600  1000  1200 


■i  MEDIAN  E3  7STH  PERCENTILE 

□  *0™  PERCENTILE 


TORONTO  DISTRICT  COURT 

FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  UNDEFENDED 

AND  DISPOSED  CASES 


CASE  TYPE 

#£A3ES  MEAN  MEDIAN 

76th  PERCENTILE 

90th 

motor  vehicle 

41 

367 

221 

544 

607 

collection 

63 

68 

46 

63 

173 

contract/comm 

41 

172 

56 

107 

298 

med/prof  mat. 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

real  property 

10 

136 

60 

64 

145 

negligence 

9 

450 

371 

561 

1066 

wrongful  dis. 

3 

247 

171 

297 

356 

landlord/tenant 

2 

66 

62 

66 

68 

estates 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

family/child  law 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

construction  lien 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

trusts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TOTAL  189 
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TORONTO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED 
CASES  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 


Dispo¬ 

sing 

VARIABLE 

NUMBER 

»CASES 

MEAN 

MEDIAN 

PERCENTILE 
Zfilti  MIH 

s 

ALL  DISP. 

154 

687 

615 

903 

1206 

DEF+DISP 

132 

735 

694 

930 

1216 

UNDEF^DISP 

22 

404 

257 

557 

998 

D 

ALL  DISP. 

124 

103 

60 

89 

209 

DEF+DISP 

e 

167 

106 

128 

273 

UNDEF+DISP 

118 

100 

49 

83 

197 

NOD 

ALL  DISP 

60 

276 

182 

409 

591 

DEF^DISP 

12 

317 

314 

408 

424 

UNDEF^DISP 

48 

266 

172 

409 

594 

DIS 

ALL  DISP. 

33 

824 

814 

1003 

1 163 

DEF+DISP 

32 

814 

798 

991 

1 159 

UNDEF+DISP 

1 

1140 

1 140 

1140 

1 140 

TO 

ALL  DISP 

8 

750 

638 

839 

1 101 

DEF+DlSP  . 

7 

706 

606 

748 

972 

UNDEF+DISP 

1 

1056 

1056 

1056 

1056 

TORONTO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  ALL 
DISPOSED  CASES  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 

1400 
1200 
1000 
eoo 
600 
400 
200 
0 

SETTLEMENT  DEFAULT  NOTICE  OF  DIE.  DISMISSED  TRIAL 

TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


MEAN  COMEDIAN  □  TETM  FE  NCENTILE  G2#0TH  PERCENTILE 
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TORONTO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DEFENDED 
AND  DISPOSED  CASES,  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 

1400 
1200 
1000 
600 
600 
400 
200 
0 

■  mean  ESmEDIAN  C]r*TH  percentile  EZsoth  percentile 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


•ETTLEMENT  DEFAULT  NOTICE  OF  DIE.  DISMISSED  TRIAL 


TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 


TORONTO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DISPOSED 
&  UNDEFENDED  CASES,  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 

1200 
1000 
600 
600 
400 
200 
0 

•ETTLEMENT  DEFAULT  NOTICED  OF  DIE  DISMISSED  TRIAL 

TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


MEAN  ESI  MEDIAN  [ZD  Ff TH  PE RCENTILE  E2  SOTH  PE  RCE NTILE 
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TORONTO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DEFENDED 
CASES  WITH  NOTICES  OF  LISTING  FOR  TRIAL 

1600 
1400 
1200 
1000 
800 
600 
400 
200 
0 


#  OF  DAYS 


MEAN  MEDIAN  7STH  PERCENTILE  0OTH  PERCENTILE 


PERCENTILE 


#  OF  DEFENDED  CASES  WITH  LI8TINQS 
FOR  TRIAL  •  96 


TORONTO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR 
PROPOSED  CASE  MANAGEMENT  TRACKS 


#  OF  CASES 

200  i - 


FAST  (0-220)  STANDARD  (220-440)  COMPLEX  (440  ♦) 


TRACK  TYPE  (DAYS) 

ALL  DISPOSED  CASES  ESI  DEFAULT  CASES  EXCL. 
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TORONTO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  PRE-TRIAL  AND  PRE-TRIAL  TO  DISP.  TIMES 


L  FILING  TO  PRETRIAL 

-  number  of  cases  with  a 
pre-trial  -  36  ( 7 %) 

-  mean  filing  to  pre-trial 
time  -  652  days 

-  median  *  597  days 

-  75th  percentile  -  754  days 

-  90th  percentile  -  1025  days 


II.  PRETRIAL  TO  DISPOSITION 

-  number  of  disposed  cases 
with  a  pre-trial- 36(7%) 

-  mean  pre-trial  to  disp. 
time  «  142  days 

-  median  -  96  days 

-  75th  percentile  *  179days 

-  90th  percentile  «  294  days 


•  TIME  FROM  NOTICE  OF  LISTING  FOR  TRIAL  TO 

PRE-TRIAL 

•  Number  of  cases  containing  a  notice  of  listing 
for  trial  and  a  pre-trial  date  •  35  (7%) 

•  Mean  number  of  days  between  notice  of  listing  and 
first  pre-trial  •  159  days 

•  Median  ■  124  days 

•  75th  percentile  ■  174  days 

•  90th  percentile  •  309  days 
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TORONTO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  SURVEY  DATE  FOR  UNDISPOSED  CASES 

UNDISPOSED  DEFENDED  &  UNDEFENDED  & 

CASES  UNDISPOSED  UNDISPOSED 


# CASES 

120 

19 

101 

MEDIAN 

1563 

1556 

1580 

75TH  PERC. 

1600 

1590 

1603 

90TH  PERC. 

1627 

1620 

1627 

SURVEY  DATE  WAS  06/29/1990 


TORONTO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  SURVEY  START  PERCENTILES 


DAYS 

2000  i - 


ALL  UNDISPD  DEFT)  &  UNDISP’D  UNDEFD  &  UNDISPD 


MEDIAN  ES3  76TH  PERCENTILE  [ZD  ®0TH  PERCENTILE 


» 


Windsor 

Sample  Characteristics 


Claims  Filed  -  268B 


Semple  Size  -  641 


Di&posttd 


Number  of  Cases 


Total  Number  of  Claims  Filed 

2,688 

Disposed  Cases 

610 

...  that  were  Defended 

292 

67% 

Undisposed  Cases 

131 

...  that  were  Defended 

36 

27% 

€ 


Mean  Time  (accumulative) 

from  Filing  to  each  Stage  of  Litigation 

Disposed  and  Defended  Cases  -  Windsor 


Mean  Time  (Days) 


Defence  Listing  Pre-Trial  Trial 

Stage  of  Litigation 


Mean  Time  to  Disposition  for 
Defended  and  Disposed  Cases 

Mean  Time  for  Default  Cases 


Days 

670 

218 


Stages  of  Litigation 
Defence 
Listing 
Pre-Trial 
Trial 


Number  of  Cases 
292 
70 
46 


11 
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Case  Management  Tracks 

Filing  to  Disposition  Times  -  WINDSOR 


Number  of  Caeee 


- 1 - - 1 - - 1 - 

Fast  (0  -  220)  Standard  (220  -  640)  Complex  (640  ♦) 


Track  Type 


Defended  and  Disposed  Cases  only. 

This  graph  shows  the  distribution  of  cases 
commenced  by  statment  of  claim  in  this  sample 
within  the  proposed  Case  Management  tracts. 


€ 


» 


i 
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CIVIL  CASE  MANAGEMENT  STUDY 
WINDSOR  SUPREME  COURT 
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WINDSOR  SUPREME  COURT 
CASE  TYPE  BREAKDOWN 


CASE  TYPE 

#  OF 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 

100  (41) 

COLLECTION 

20  (8) 

CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 

19  (8) 

MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 

10  (4) 

REAL  PROPERTY 

24  (10) 

NEGLIGENCE 

16  (6) 

WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 

3  (1) 

FAMILY/CHILD  LAW 

17  (7) 

CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

37  (15) 

TRUSTS 

1  (0) 

TOTAL 


247 


WINDSOR  SUPREME  COURT 
#  OF  DISPOSED  AND  UNDISPOSED  CASES 


CASE  TYPE 

#DISPOSED(%) 

#UNDISPOSED(%) 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 

87  (46) 

13  (23) 

COLLECTION 

15  (8) 

5  (9) 

CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 

16  (8) 

3  (6) 

MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 

6  (3) 

4  (7) 

REAL  PROPERTY 

14  (7) 

10  (18) 

NEGLIGENCE 

12  (6) 

4  (7) 

WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 

3  (2) 

0  (0) 

FAMILY/  CHILD  LAA 

9  (5) 

8  (14) 

CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

29  (15) 

8  (14) 

TRUSTS 

0  (0) 

1  (2) 

TOTAL 

191  (77) 

66  (23) 
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WINDSOR  SUPREME  COURT 
DISPOSITION  TYPES 


of  the  56  undisposed 
cases,  23  had  filed  a 
statement  of  defence 


SETTLEMENT  127  51% 


WINDSOR  SUPREME  COURT 
DISPOSITIONS  TYPE  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED  CASES 


S 

D 

NOD 

DIS 

TR 

TOTAL 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 

72 

2 

1 1 

0 

2 

87 

COLLECTION 

1 

8 

5 

0 

1 

15 

CONTRACT/COMM 

7 

4 

4 

0 

1 

16 

MED/PROF  MAL 

5 

0 

1 

0 

0 

6 

REAL  PROPERTY 

2 

9 

3 

0 

0 

14 

NEGLIGENCE 

10 

1 

0 

0 

1 

12 

WRONGFUL  DIS. 

2 

1 

0 

0 

0 

3 

FAMILY/CHILD  LAW 

6 

2 

1 

0 

0 

9 

CONST.  LIEN 

22 

4 

3 

0 

0 

29 

LEGEND:  S  -  settlement 
D  -  default 

NOD  -  notice  of  discontinuance 


DIS 

TR 


dismissed 

trial 
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WINDSOR  SUPREME  COURT 

DISPOSITION  TYPES  -  DEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES 


S  D  NOD  DIS  TR  TOTAL 


MOTOR  VEHICLE  70 
COLLECTION  1 

CONTRACT/COMM  7 
MED/PROF  MAL  5 
REAL  PROPERTY  1 
NEGLIGENCE  10 

WRONGFUL  DIS.  2 
FAMILY/CHILD  LAW  4 
CONST.  LIEN  12 


2  2  0  2 

3  0  0  1 

3  10  1 

0  0  0  0 

6  2  0  0 

0  0  0  1 

10  0  0 

0  10  0 

10  0  0 


76 
6 
12 
6 
9 
1  1 
3 
5 
13 


LEGEND:  S  -  settlement 
D  -  default 

NOD  -  notice  of  discontinuance 


DIS  -  dismissed 
TR  -  trial 


WINDSOR  SUPREME  COURT 

DISPOSITION  TYPES  -  UNDEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES 


S  D  NOD  DIS  TR  TOTAL 


MOTOR  VEHICLE  2  0 

COLLECTION  0  5 

CONTRACT/COMM  0  1 

MED/PROF  MAL  0  0 

REAL  PROPERTY  1  3 

NEGLIGENCE  0  1 

WRONGFUL  DIS  0  0 

FAMILY /CHILD  LAW  2  2 

CONST.  LIEN  10  3 


9  0  0  11 

5  0  0  10 

3  0  0  4 

10  0  1 

10  0  5 

0  0  0  1 

0  0  0  0 

0  0  0  4 

3  0  0  16 


LEGEND:  S  -  settlement 
D  *  default 

NOD  -  notice  of  discontinuance 


DIS 

TR 


dismissed 

trial 


WINDSOR  SUPREME  COURT 
TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  AND  SERVICE  OF  CLAIM 
FOR  ALL  CASES  WITH  PROOF  OF  SERVICE 


#  Of  MM8 


0  -  10  11  -20  21  -  30  31  -40  41  -  60  61  -  60  61  ♦ 

elapsed  time  (days) 


NUMBER  OF  CASES  WITH  PROOF  OF  SERVICE  OF 
STATEMENT  OF  CLAIM  -  118  OF  274  OR  43% 

MEAN  TIME  FROM  FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  SERVICE 
■  38  DAYS 

MEDIAN  ■  16  DAYS 

76TH  PERCENTILE  ■  48  DAYS 

90TH  PERCENTILE  -  99  DAYS 


WINDSOR  SUPREME  COURT 
TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  OF  CLAIM  AND  SERVICE 
OF  DEFENCE  FOR  ALL  DEFENDED  CASES 


#  OF  CASES 


15 


15 


L II  i.  a. 


o  o 


i 


0-60 


61-120  121-160  161-240  241-300  301-360  361-420  421-460  461  ♦ 

ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


DISPOSED  CASES  E23  UNDISPOSED  CASES 


TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  CASES  CONTAINING  A  STATEMENT 
OF  DEFENCE  ■  162  OF  247  OR  66% 

MEAN  TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  OF  CLAIM  AND  SERVICE 
OF  DEFENCE  •  147  DAYS 

MEDIAN  -  94  DAYS 

76TH  PERCENTILE  ■  222  DAYS 

90TH  PERCENTILE  -  300  DAYS 
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WINDSOR  SUPREME  COURT 

TIME  FROM  FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE 

•  A)  FOR  DISPOSED  CASES 

•  Total  number  of  disposed  cases  ■  191 

•  Total  disposed  cases  containing  a  statement  of 
defence  ■  139  or  73% 

•  Mean  filing  to  defence  time  ■  147  days 

•  Median  ■  104  days 

•  75th  percentile  ■  223  days 

•  90th  percentile  ■  303  days 


•  B)  ALL  UNDISPOSED  CASES 

•  Total  number  of  undisposed  cases  containing 
a  statement  of  defence  ■  23  of  56  or  41% 

•  Mean  number  of  days  from  filing  of  claim  to 
filing  of  defence  -  145  days 

•  median  ■  75  days 

•  75th  percentile  ■  176  days 

•  90th  percentile  -  240  days 


WINDSOR  SUPREME  COURT 
TIME  FROM  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE  TO  DISPOSITION 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 

0  -  365 

366  -730 
731  -  1095 
1096  -1461 
1461  + 

TOTAL 


#  OF  CASES 

59 

41 

29 

10 

0 

139 


%  QF  TOTAL 

42 

30 

21 

7 

0 


MEAN  TIME  FROM  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE 
TO  DISPOSITION  -  502  DAYS 

MEDIAN  -  457  DAYS 

75TH  PERCENTILE  ■  756  DAYS 

90TH  PERCENTILE  -  1017  DAYS 
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WINDSOR  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  DISPOSITION 
PERCENTILES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED  CASES 


1400 
1200 
1000 
600 
600 
400 
200 
0 

MEAN  MEDIAN  7STH  PERCENTILE90TH  PERCENTILE 


PERCENTILE 


H  ALL  DISPOSED  CASES 
ED  UNDEFENDED  ♦  DISP. 


E3  DEFENDED  *  DISPOSED 


-9- 


WINDSOR  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
ALL  DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 

elapsed  time  (days) 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
FAMILY/CHILD  LAW 
CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

0  200  400  600  800  1000  1200  1400  1600 

IH  MEDIAN  E53  75TH  PERCENTILE 

[!□  90TH  PERCENTILE 


WINDSOR  SUPREME  COURT 

FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED 

CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 


CASE  TYPE 

£QA3ES  MEAN 

MEDIAN 

76th  PERCENTILE 

90th 

motor  vehicle 

67 

652 

631 

907 

1156 

collection 

15 

217 

52 

227 

520 

contract/comm 

16 

695 

759 

1051 

1301 

med/prof  mat. 

6 

650 

747 

1050 

1367 

real  property 

14 

209 

70 

166 

644 

negligence 

12 

543 

485 

646 

1101 

wrongful  dis. 

3 

630 

805 

846 

919 

family/child  law 

9 

446 

412 

575 

796 

construction  lien 

29 

415 

379 

726 

854 

TOTAL 

191 

(TIME  IS  MEASURED  IN 

DAYS) 
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WINDSOR  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
DEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 

elapsed  time  (days) 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
FAMILY /CHILD  LrtV 
CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

0  200  400  600  800  1000  12001400  1600 

H  MEDIAN  G53  75TH  PERCENTILE 

EZ3  ®0TH  PERCENTILE 


WINDSOR  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  DEFENDED  AND 
DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 


CASE  TYPE 

# CASES  MEAN 

motor  vehicle 

76 

705 

collection 

5 

401 

contract/comm 

12 

838 

med/prof  mal. 

5 

773 

real  property 

9 

31  1 

negligence 

1  1 

548 

wrongful  dis. 

3 

830 

family/child  law 

5 

630 

construction  lien 

13 

467 

TOTAL  139 

MEDIAN  75th  PERCENTILE  Sfilb 


697 

956 

1166 

133 

487 

897 

917 

1157 

1374 

624 

808 

1221 

146 

390 

793 

484 

653 

1101 

805 

846 

919 

596 

742 

816 

470 

726 

825 
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WINDSOR  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
UNDEFENDED  &  DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 

elapsed  time  (days) 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
FAMILY/CHILD  L/%V 
CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

0  200  400  600  600  1000  1200  1400 

WM  MEDIAN  [S3  7STH  PERCENTILE 

□  80TH  PERCENTILE 


WINDSOR  SUPREME  COURT 

FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  UNDEFENDED 

AND  DISPOSED  CASES 


CASE  TYPE 

# CASES 

MEAN 

MEDIAN 

76th  PERCENTILE 

90th 

motor  vehicle 

1 1 

2  SB 

195 

323 

3B9 

collection 

10 

125 

43 

154 

364 

contract/comm 

4 

264 

33 

41 

602 

med/prof  mal. 

1 

1231 

1231 

1231 

1231 

real  property 

5 

26 

29 

33 

39 

negligence 

1 

486 

4B6 

4B6 

486 

wrongful  dis. 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

family/child  law 

4 

216 

257 

271 

285 

construction  lien 

16 

374 

245 

477 

914 

TOTAL  62 
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WINDSOR  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED 
CASES  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 


DISPO- 

NUMBER 

PERCENTILE 

SIT1QN 

VARIABLE 

CASES 

MEAN 

MEDIAN 

ISJti 

ftDia 

S 

ALL  DISP. 

127 

835 

803 

871 

1 154 

DEF+DISP 

112 

885 

631 

877 

1178 

UNDEF-t-DISP 

15 

409 

271 

650 

1022 

D 

ALL  DISP. 

31 

344 

148 

887 

840 

DEF+DISP 

18 

482 

531 

782 

948 

UNDEF+DISP 

15 

198 

57 

278 

460 

NOD 

ALL  DISP 

28 

281 

156 

357 

888 

DEF+DISP 

8 

467 

288 

643 

995 

UNDEF+DISP 

22 

230 

156 

266 

387 

DIS 

ALL  DISP. 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

DEF+DISP 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

UNDEF+DISP 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TR 

ALL  DISP 

5 

1014 

970 

1155 

1282 

DEF+DISP 

5 

1014 

970 

1155 

1262 

UNDEF+DISP 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

WINDSOR  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  ALL 
DISPOSED  CASES  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 
1400  i - 


SETTLEMENT  DEFAULT  NOTICE  OF  DIS.  DISIMISSED  TRIAL 


TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 


MEAN  COMEDIAN  CZZI76TH  PERCENTILE  E3  90TH  PERCENTILE 
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WINDSOR  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DEFENDED 
AND  DISPOSED  CASES,  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 


MEAN  E3MEDIAN  [HI  76TH  PERCENTILE  EZfiOTH  PERCENTILE 


WINDSOR  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DISPOSED 
&  UNDEFENDED  CASES,  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 


SETTLEMENT  DEFAULT  NOTICED  OF  DI8.  DISMISSED  TRIAL 


TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 


MEAN  EXXlMEDIAN  □  76TH  PE RC ENTILE  SOTH  PE RCE NTILE 
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WINDSOR  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DEFENDED 
CASES  WITH  NOTICES  OF  LISTING  FOR  TRIAL 


#  OF  DAYS 


PERCENTILE 


#  OF  DEFENDED  CASES  WITH  LISTINGS 
FOR  TRIAL  »  60 


WINDSOR  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR 
PROPOSED  CASE  MANAGEMENT  TRACKS 


#  OF  CASES 


FAST  (0-220)  STANDARD  (220-640)  COMPLEX  (640  ♦) 

TRACK  TYPE  (DAYS) 


ALL  DISPOSED  CASES  ES3  DEFAULT  CASES  EXCL 
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WINDS  OR  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  PRE-TRIAL  AND  PRE-TRIAL  TO  DISP.  TIMES 


I.  FILING  TO  PRETRIAL 

-  number  of  cases  with  a 
pre-trial  =  33  (13%) 

-  mean  filing  to  pre-trial 
time  =  810  days 

-  median  =  763  days 

-  75th  percentile  =  1066  days 

-  90th  percentile  =  1164  days 


II.  PRETRIAL  TO  DISPOSITION 

-  number  of  disposed  cases 
with  a  pre-trial  =  32(13%) 

-  mean  pre-trial  to  disp 
time  =  168  days 

-  median  =  91  days 

-  75th  percentile  =232  days 

-  90th  percentile=  330  days 


•  TIME  FROM  NOTICE  OF  LISTING  FOR  TRIAL  TO 

PRE-TRIAL 

•  Number  of  cases  containing  a  notice  of  listing 
for  trial  and  a  pre-trial  date  ■  29  (12%) 

•  Mean  number  of  days  between  notice  of  listing  and 
first  pre-trial  ■  255  days 

•  Median  ■  252  days 

•  75th  percentile  •  371  days 

•  90th  percentile  ■  417  days 
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WINDSOR  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  SURVEY  DATE  FOR  UNDISPOSED  CASES 

UNDISPOSED  DEFENDED  &  UNDEFENDED  & 

CASES  UNDISPOSED  UNDISPOSED 


#CASES 

56 

23 

33 

MEDIAN 

1564 

1564 

1565 

75TH  PERC. 

1598 

1594 

1599 

90TH  PERC. 

1616 

1613 

1618 

SURVEY  DATE  WAS  06/29/1990 


WINDSOR  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  SURVEY  START  PERCENTILES 

2000 

1500 

1000 

500 

0 

ALL  UNDISPD  DEFT)  &  UNDISP'D  UNDEFT)  &  UNDISPD 


DAYS 


MEDIAN  E23  78TH  PERCENTILE  CZI  »OTH  PERCENTILE 
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WINDSOR  DISTRICT  COURT 
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WINDSOR  DISTRICT  COURT 
CASE  TYPE  BREAKDOWN 


CASE  TYPE 

OF  ( 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 

127 

(32) 

COLLECTION 

139 

(35) 

CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 

48 

(12) 

MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 

2 

(D 

REAL  PROPERTY 

27 

(7) 

NEGLIGENCE 

28 

(7) 

WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 

8 

(2) 

LANDLORD/TENANT 

2 

(D 

ESTATES 

0 

(0) 

FAMILY /CHILD  LAW 

13 

(3) 

CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

0 

(0) 

TRUSTS 

0 

(0) 

TOTAL 


394 


WINDSOR  DISTRICT  COURT 
#  OF  DISPOSED  AND  UNDISPOSED  CASES 


CASE  TYPE 

*DISPOSED(%) 

*UNDISPOSED(%) 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 

100  (31) 

27  (36) 

COLLECTION 

113  (35) 

26  (35) 

CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 

41  (13) 

7  (9) 

MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 

2  (1) 

0  (0) 

REAL  PROPERTY 

22  (7) 

5  (7) 

NEGLIGENCE 

20  (6) 

6  (11) 

WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 

6  (3) 

0  (0) 

LANDLORD/TENANT 

2  (1) 

0  (0) 

ESTATES 

0  (0) 

0  (0) 

FAMILY/  CHILD  LAW 

11  0) 

2  (3) 

CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

0  (0) 

0(0) 

TRUSTS 

0  (0) 

0  (0) 

TOTAL 

319 

76 

I 
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WINDSOR  DISTRICT  COURT 
DISPOSITION  TYPES 


of  the  75  undisposed 
eases,  12  had  filed  a 
atatament  of  dafanca 


WINDSOR  DISTRICT  COURT 
DISPOSITIONS  TYPE  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED  CASES 


S 

D 

NOD 

DIS 

TR 

TOTAL 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 

62 

8 

29 

0 

1 

100 

COLLECTION 

17 

79 

16 

0 

1 

113 

CONTRACT/COMM 

21 

1 1 

7 

0 

2 

41 

MED/PROF  MAL 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

REAL  PROPERTY 

9 

10 

2 

0 

1 

22 

NEGLIGENCE 

14 

2 

3 

0 

1 

20 

WRONGFUL  DIS. 

7 

0 

1 

0 

0 

8 

LANDLORD/TENANT  1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

2 

ESTATES 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

FAMILY /CHILD  LAW 

6 

0 

2 

0 

1 

1 1 

CONST.  LIEN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TRUSTS 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

LEGEND:  S  -  settlement 
D  -  default 

NOD  -  notice  of  discontinuance 


DIS 

TR 


dismissed 

trial 
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WINDSOR  DISTRICT  COURT 

DISPOSITION  TYPES  -  DEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES 


S  D  NOD  DIS  TR  TOTAL 


MOTOR  VEHICLE 

57 

2 

1 

0 

1 

61 

COLLECTION 

17 

6 

1 

0 

0 

24 

CONTRACT/COMM 

20 

1 

4 

0 

2 

27 

MED/PROF  MAL 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

REAL  PROPERTY 

7 

0 

0 

0 

1 

B 

NEGLIGENCE 

14 

1 

2 

0 

1 

16 

WRONGFUL  DIS. 

7 

0 

1 

0 

0 

e 

LANDLORD/TENANT  1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

ESTATES 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

FAMILY /CHILD  LAW 

3 

0 

1 

0 

1 

5 

CONST.  LIEN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TRUSTS 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

LEGEND:  S  -  settlement 

DIS 

• 

dismissed 

D  -  default 

TR 

- 

trial 

NOD  -  notice  of  discontinuance 


WINDSOR  DISTRICT  COURT 

DISPOSITION  TYPES  -  UNDEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES 


S 

D 

NOD 

DIS 

TR 

TOTAL 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 

5 

6 

26 

0 

0 

39 

COLLECTION 

0 

73 

15 

0 

1 

69 

CONTRACT/COMM 

1 

10 

3 

0 

0 

14 

MED/PROF  MAL 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

REAL  PROPERTY 

2 

10 

2 

0 

0 

14 

NEGLIGENCE 

0 

1 

1 

0 

0 

2 

WRONGFUL  DIS. 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

LANDLORD/TENANT  0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

1 

ESTATES 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

FAMILY /CHILD  LAW 

5 

0 

1 

0 

0 

6 

CONST.  LIEN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TRUSTS 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

LEGEND:  S  -  settlement 
D  -  default 

NOD  *  notice  of  discontinuance 


DIS 

TR 


dismissed 

trial 


WINDSOR  DISTRICT  COURT 
TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  AND  SERVICE  OF  CLAIM 
FOR  ALL  CASES  WITH  PROOF  OF  SERVICE 


#  Of  C«M» 


NUMBER  OF  CASES  WITH  PROOF  OF  SERVICE  OF 
STATEMENT  OF  CLAIM  -  276  OF  394  OR  70% 

MEAN  TIME  FROM  FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  SERVICE 
■  69  DAYS 

MEDIAN  -  9  DAYS 

76TH  PERCENTILE  •  37  DAYS 

90TH  PERCENTILE  •  187  DAYS 
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WINDSOR  DISTRICT  COURT 
TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  OF  CLAIM  AND  SERVICE 
OF  DEFENCE  FOR  ALL  DEFENDED  CASES 


0*60  61*120  121*160  161*240  241*300  301*360  361*420  421*460  431  * 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 

DISPOSED  CASES  ESS  UNDISPOSED  CASES 


•  TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  CASES  CONTAINING  A  STATEMENT 
OF  DEFENCE  •  165  OF  394  OR  42% 

•  MEAN  TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  OF  CLAIM  AND  SERVICE 
OF  DEFENCE  •  147  DAYS 

•  MEDIAN  -  64  DAYS 

•  76TH  PERCENTILE  ■  167  DAYS 

•  BOTH  PERCENTILE  •  473  DAYS 
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WINDSOR  DISTRICT  COURT 

TIME  FROM  FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE 

•  A)  FOR  DISPOSED  CASES 

•  Total  number  of  disposed  cases  •  319 

•  Total  disposed  cases  containing  a  statement  of 
defence  ■  153  or  48% 

•  Mean  filing  to  defence  time  ■  138  days 

•  Median  •  65  days 

•  75th  percentile  ■  156  days 

•  90th  percentile  ■  391  days 


•  B)  ALL  UNDISPOSED  CASES 

•  Total  number  of  undisposed  cases  containing 
a  statement  of  defence  ■  12  of  75  or  16% 

•  Mean  number  of  days  from  filing  of  claim  to 
filing  of  defence  •  261  days 

•  median  ■  53  days 

•  75th  percentile  ■  82  days 

•  90th  percentile  •  1233  days 
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WINDSOR  DISTRICT  COURT 
TIME  FROM  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE  TO  DISPOSITION 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS)  #  OF  CASES 


0  -  365  64 

366  -730  64 

731  -  1095  21 

1096  -1461  3 

1461  +  1 

TOTAL  153 


ft  OF.  TflT&L 

42 

42 

14 

2 

1 


•  MEAN  TIME  FROM  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE 
TO  DISPOSITION  ■  446  DAYS 

•  MEDIAN  •  405  DAYS 

•  75TH  PERCENTILE  -  573  DAYS 

•  90TH  PERCENTILE  -  787  DAYS 
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WINDSOR  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  DISPOSITION 
PERCENTILES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED  CASES 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


MEAN  MEDIAN  76TH  P  E  ftCEN  TILE  SOT  H  PERCENTILE 


PERCENTILE 

H  ALL  DISPOSED  CASES  CSS  DEFENDED  ♦  DI8P08ED 

EH!  UNDEFENDED  ♦  DlSP. 
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WINDSOR  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
ALL  DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 


elapsed  time  (days) 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
LANDLORD/TENANT 

(S.:ns\> - 1 

.  . .  ■>  i 

'  -  -■  1  i 

JL. _  \  \  h 

- 1 

ESTATES 

FAMILY/CHILD  L*Y 

— , 

CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

TRUSTS 

: i_ i_ i_ i_ i 

0  200  400  600  600  1000  1200 


■I  MEDIAN  E3  76TH  PERCENTILE 

CZ3  ®0TH  PERCENTILE 


WINDSOR  DISTRICT  COURT 

FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED 

CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 

CASE  .TYPE  # CASES  MEAN  MEDIAN  75th  PERCENTILE  ftfil h 


motor  vehicle 

100 

500 

4  39 

69B 

1070 

collection 

113 

IBB 

49 

IBB 

521 

contract/comm 

41 

42  B 

142 

609 

B21 

med/prof  mal. 

2 

644 

623 

644 

656 

real  property 

22 

435 

1B3 

505 

704 

negligence 

20 

516 

409 

735 

B6B 

wrongful  dis. 

6 

525 

493 

776 

B23 

landlord/tenant 

2 

322 

144 

323 

430 

estates 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

family/child  law 

1 1 

38  5 

230 

540 

626 

construction  lien 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

trusts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TOTAL 

319 

(TIME  IS  MEASURED  IN  DAYS) 
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WINDSOR  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
DEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 


elapsed  time  (days) 


MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMM  ERCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
LANDLORD/TENANT 
ESTATES 
FAMILT/CHILD  L*V 
CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 
TRUSTS 


0  200  400  600  800  1000  1200  1400 


MEDIAN  E3 

90TH  PERCENTILE 


78TH  PERCENTILE 


WINDSOR  DISTRICT  COURT 


FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  DEFENDED  AND 
DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 


CASE  TYPE 

#.CASE5  MEAN  MEDIAN 

76th  PERCENTILE 

90th 

motor  vehicle 

61 

622 

563 

926 

1125 

collection 

24 

613 

460 

701 

930 

contract/comm 

27 

649 

515 

726 

870 

med/prof  mal. 

1 

664 

664 

664 

664 

real  property 

e 

869 

470 

561 

685 

negligence 

18 

657 

542 

764 

822 

wrongful  dis. 

8 

525 

493 

776 

823 

landlord/tenant 

1 

501 

501 

501 

501 

estates 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

family/child  law 

5 

386 

330 

557 

599 

construction  lien 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

trusts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TOTAL  163 
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WINDSOR  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
UNDEFENDED  &  DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 


elapsed  time  (days) 


MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
LANDLORD/TENANT 
ESTATES 
FAMILY/CHILD  LAW 
CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 
TRUSTS 


□ 


MEDIAN  ES 

•OTH  PERCENTILE 


76TH  PERCENTILE 


WINDSOR  DISTRICT  COURT 

FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  UNDEFENDED 

AND  DISPOSED  CASES 


CASE  TYPE 

# CASES  MEAN  MEDIAN 

76th  PERCENTILE 

eoth 

motor  vehicle 

39 

309 

75 

212 

664 

collection 

69 

99 

42 

72 

201 

contract/comm 

14 

197 

74 

157 

502 

med/prof  mal. 

1 

623 

623 

623 

623 

real  property 

14 

168 

51 

137 

583 

negligence 

2 

142 

28 

142 

210 

wrongful  dis . 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

landlord/tenant 

1 

144 

144 

144 

144 

estates 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

family/child  law 

6 

385 

162 

299 

775 

construction  lien 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

trusts 

•  0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TOTAL  166 


12 


WINDSOR  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED 
CASES  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 


DISPO- 

SIH^ 

TRIABLE 

NUMBER 

cases 

MEAN  MEDIAN 

PERCENTILE 
76TH  BOTH 

s 

ALL  DlSP. 

141 

602 

531 

791 

1063 

DEF*DISP 

127 

603 

532 

778 

1052 

UNDEF+DISP 

14 

601 

302 

902 

1204 

D 

ALL  DlSP. 

110 

124 

46 

109 

377 

DEF^DISP 

10 

473 

503 

643 

793 

UNDEF+DISP 

89 

89 

43 

74 

199 

NOD 

ALL  DlSP 

61 

282 

178 

442 

609 

DEF+DISP 

10 

504 

519 

533 

789 

UNDEF+DISP 

51 

239 

136 

303 

501 

DIS 

ALL  DlSP. 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

DEF*DISP 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

UNDEF+DISP 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TR 

ALL  DlSP 

7 

452 

415 

496 

784 

DEF+DISP 

6 

509 

435 

535 

755 

UNDEF^DISP 

1 

111 

111 

1 1 1 

111 

WINDSOR  DISTRICT  COURT 

FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  ALL 
DISPOSED  CASES  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 

ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 

1200  i - 


SETTLEMENT  DEMULT  NOTICE  OF  Dlt.  DISMISSED  TRIAL 


TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 


mean  ESmedian  CZDtetm  fercentile  E3 «0TH  percentile 
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WINDSOR  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DEFENDED 
AND  DISPOSED  CASES,  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 


SETTLEMENT  DEFAULT  NOTICE  OF  DIE.  DIRMIEEED  TRIAL 


TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 

MEAN  COMEDIAN  □riTH  PERCENTILE  EZ  EOTN  PE  RCE  NTILE 


WINDSOR  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DISPOSED 
&  UNDEFENDED  CASES,  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 

1400 
1200 
1000 
600 
600 
400 
200 
0 

•ETTLIMENT  DEFAULT  NOTICED  OF  DIE.  DIEMIEEED  TRIAL 

TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


MEAN  COMEDIAN  □  7ETH  PE RCENTILE  E2*0TH  PERCENTILE 
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WINDSOR  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DEFENDED 
CASES  WITH  NOTICES  OF  LISTING  FOR  TRIAL 

1400 
1200 
1000 
800 
600 
400 
200 
0 

#  OF  DEFENDED  CASE9  WITH  LISTINGS 
FOR  TRIAL  •  37 


#  OF  DAYS 


1126 


MEAN  MEDIAN  76TH  PERCENTILE  90TH  PERCENTILE 


PERCENTILE 


WINDSOR  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR 
PROPOSED  CASE  MANAGEMENT  TRACKS 

180 
160 
140 
120 
100 
80 
60 
40 
20 
0 


#  OF  CASES 


162 


FAST  (0-220)  STANDARD  (220-640)  COMPLEX  (640  ♦) 


TRACK  TYPE  (DAYS) 


ALL  DISPOSED  CASES  E£3  DEFAULT  CASES  EXCL. 
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WINDSOR  DISTRICT  COURT 

FILING  TO  PRE-TRIAL  AND  PRE-TRIAL  TO  DISP.  TIMES 


l  FILING  TO  PRETRIAL 

-  number  of  cases  with  a 
pre-trial  -  12  (3%) 

-  mean  filing  to  pre-trial 
time  -  722  days 

-  median  -  706  days 

-  75th  percentile  *  B26  days 

-  90th  percentile  ■  B46  days 


II.  PRETRIAL  TO  DISPOSITION 

-  number  of  disposed  cases 
with  a  pre-trial*  12(4%) 

-  mean  pre-trial  to  disp. 
time  *  92  days 

-  median  -  6B  days 

-  75th  percentile  -  9B  days 

-  90th  percentile  -  217  days 


•  TIME  FROM  NOTICE  OF  LISTING  FOR  TRIAL  TO 

PRE-TRIAL 

•  Number  of  cases  containing  a  notice  of  listing 
for  trial  and  a  pre-trial  date  »  12  (3%) 

•  Mean  number  of  days  between  notice  of  listing  and 
first  pre-trial  •  184  days 

•  Median  ■  154  days 

•  75th  percentile  ■  210  days 

•  90th  percentile  •  337  days 
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WINDSOR  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  SURVEY  DATE  FOR  UNDISPOSED  CASES 

UNDISPOSED  DEFENDED  &  UNDEFENDED  & 

CASES  UNDISPOSED  UNDISPOSED 


#CASES 

76 

12 

63 

MEDIAN 

1611 

1583 

1611 

75TH  PERC. 

1622 

1606 

1626 

90TH  PERC. 

1631 

1625 

1637 

SURVEY  DATE  WAS  06/29/1990 


WINDSOR  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  SURVEY  START  PERCENTILES 

1700 
1676 
1660 
1626 
1600 
1676 
1660 
1626 
1600 

ALL  UNDISPD  DEFT)  &  UNDISP'D  UNDEFD  &  UNDISPD 


DAYS 


MEDIAN  ESS  76TH  PERCENTILE  HZ]  »0TH  PERCENTILE 


» 


» 


Sault  Ste.  Marie 

Sample  Characteristics 


Sample  Size 


Number  of  Cases 


Total  Number  of  Claims  Filed 

873 

Disposed  Cases 

229 

...  that  were  Defended 

96 

43% 

Undisposed  Cases 

73 

...  that  were  Defended 

24 

33% 

i 


Case  Management  Tracks 

Filing  to  Disposition  Times 

SAULT  STE.  MARIE 


Number  of  Cases 


77 


Fast  (0  -  220)  Standard  (220  -  370)  Complex  (370  ♦) 


Track  Type 


Defended  and  Disposed  Cases  only. 

This  graph  shows  the  distribution  of  cases 
commenced  by  statment  of  claim  in  this  sample 
within  the  proposed  Case  Management  tracts. 
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Mean  Time  (accumulative) 

from  Filing  to  each  Stage  of  Litigation 

Disposed  and  Defended  Cases 


Mean  Time  (Days) 


400- 

300- 


Defence 


494 


Listing  Pre-Trial 

Stage  of  Litigation 


S57 


Trial 


Mean  Time  to  Disposition  for 
Defended  and  Disposed  Cases 

Mean  Time  for  Default  Cases 


Days 

602 

77 


Stages  of  Litigation 
Defence 
Listing 
Pre-Trial 
Trial 


Number  of  Cases 
96 
66 
44 


4 
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SAULT  STE.  MARIE  SUPREME  COURT 
CASE  TYPE  BREAKDOWN 


CASE  TYPE 


*  OF  CASES  (%) 


MOTOR  VEHICLE  14  (17.7) 

COLLECTION  4  (5  1) 

CON TRACT /COMMERCIAL  2  (2.5) 

MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE  4  (5.1) 

REAL  PROPERTY  25  (31.7) 

NEGLIGENCE  6  (7.6) 

WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL  2  (2.5) 

CONSTRUCTION  LIEN  22  (27.9) 

TOTAL  79 


SAULT  STE  MARIE  SUPREME  COURT 
DISPOSED  AND  UNDISPOSED  CASES 


CASE  TYPE 

*DISPOSED(tt) 

*UNDISPOSED(%) 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 

10  (71) 

4  (29) 

COLLECTION 

3  (75) 

1  (25) 

CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 

2  (100) 

0  (0) 

MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 

2  (50) 

2  (50) 

REAL  PROPERTY 

21  (64) 

4  (16) 

NEGLIGENCE 

5  (63) 

1  (17) 

WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 

2  (100) 

0  (0) 

CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

6  (36) 

14  (54) 

TOTAL 

63  (67) 

26  (33) 
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SAULT  STE  MARIE  SUPREME  COURT 
DISPOSITION  TYPES 


•(TTLIMtNT  •«  m 


of  tha  se  undiapoaad  cmt,  14  had 
filad  a  atatamant  of  dafanca 


SAULT  STE  MARIE  SUPREME  COURT 
DISPOSITION  TYPE  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED  CASES 


S 

D 

NOD 

DIS 

TR 

TOTAL 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 

10 

0 

0 

0 

0 

10 

COLLECTION 

0 

3 

0 

0 

0 

3 

CONTRACT/COMM 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

MED/PROF  MAL 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

REAL  PROPERTY 

11 

10 

0 

0 

0 

21 

NEGLIGENCE 

3 

0 

1 

0 

1 

5 

WRONGFUL  DIS. 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

CONST.  LIEN 

5 

1 

2 

0 

0 

7 

LEGEND:  NOD  -  notice  of  discontinuance 

DIS  -  dismissed  S 

TR  -  trial  D 


settlement 

default 


4 
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SAULT  STE  MARIE  SUPREME  COURT 

DISPOSITION  TYPES  -  DEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES 


S 

D 

NOD 

DIS 

TR 

TOTAL 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 

9 

0 

0 

0 

0 

9 

COLLECTION 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

CONTRACT/COMM 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

MED/PROF  MAL 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

REAL  PROPERTY 

7 

2 

0 

0 

0 

9 

NEGLIGENCE 

3 

0 

0 

0 

1 

4 

WRONGFUL  DIS. 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

CONST.  LIEN 

3 

0 

1 

0 

0 

4 

LEGEND:  NOD  -  notice  of  discontinuance 

DIS  -  dismissed  S  -  settlement 

TR  -  trial  D  -  default 


SAULT  STE  MARIE  SUPREME  COURT 

DISPOSITION  TYPES  -  UNDEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES 

S  D  NOD  DIS  TR  TOTAL 


MOTOR  VEHICLE  1  0  0  0  0 

COLLECTION  0  3  0  0  0 

CONTRACT/COMM  0  0  0  0  0 

MED/PROF  MAL  0  0  0  0  0 

REAL  PROPERTY  4  6  0  0  0 

NEGLIGENCE  0  0  10  0 

WRONGFUL  DIS.  0  0  0  0  0 

CONST.  LIEN  2  1  '  1  0  0 


1 

3 
0 
0 

12 

1 

0 

4 


LEGEND:  NOD  -  notice  of  discontinuance 

DIS  -  dismissed  S 

TR  -  trial  D 


settlement 

default 


4 
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SAULT  STE  MARIE  SUPREME  COURT 
TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  AND  SERVICE  OF  CLAIM 
FOR  ALL  CASES  WITH  PROOF  OF  SERVICE 

18 
16 
14 
12 
10 
8 
6 
4 
2 
0 

0  -  10  11  -  20  21  -  30  31  -  40  41  -  60  61  -  60  61  * 

elapsed  time  (days) 


#  of  cites 


•  NUMBER  OF  CASES  WITH  PROOF  OF  SERVICE  OF 
STATEMENT  OF  CLAIM  •  26  OF  79  OR  33% 

•  MEAN  TIME  FROM  FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  SERVICE 
-  24  DAYS 

•  MEDIAN  -  7  DAYS 

•  76TH  PERCENTILE  •  22  DAYS 

•  90TH  PERCENTILE  -  31  DAYS 


* 
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SAULT  STE  MARIE  SUPREME  COURT 
TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  AND  DEFENCE  FOR 
CASES  CONTAINING  A  STATEMENT  OF  DEFENCE 

14 
12 
10 
6 
6 
4 
2 
0 

■I  DISPOSED  CASES  ESS  UNDISPOSED  CASES 


#  OF  CASES 


'll 


0*60  61*120  12V160  161*240  241*600  601*360  361*420  421*460  461  « 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


•  TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  CASES  CONTAINING  A  STATEMENT 
OF  DEFENCE  •  46  OF  79  OR  68% 

•  MEAN  TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  OF  CLAIM  AND  SERVICE 
OF  DEFENCE  -  160  DAYS 

•  MEDIAN  -  72  DAYS 

•  76TH  PERCENTILE  •  22 3  DAYS 

•  90TH  PERCENTILE  •  407  DAYS 


SAULT  STE.  MARIE  SUPREME  COURT 

TIME  FROM  FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE 


•  A)  FOR  DISPOSED  CASES 

•  Total  number  of  disposed  cases  ■  53 

•  Total  disposed  cases  containing  a  statement  of 
defence  ■  32  or  60% 

•  Mean  filing  to  defence  time  •  160  days 

•  Median  ■  76  days 

•  75th  percentile  ■  172  days 

•  90th  percentile  467  days 


•  B)  ALL  UNDISPOSED  CASES 

•  Total  number  of  undisposed  cases  containing 
a  statement  of  defence  ■  14  of  26  or  54% 

•  Mean  number  of  days  from  filing  of  claim  to 
filing  of  defence  ■  160  days 

•  median  ■  68  days 

•  75th  percentile  ■  248  days 

•  90th  percentile  ■  367  days 
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SAULT  STE  MARIE  SUPREME  COURT 
TIME  FROM  DEFENCE  TO  DISPOSITION 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 

0  -  365 

366  -730 
731  -  1095 
1096  -1461 
1461  ♦ 

TOTAL 


*  OF  CASES 

11 

12 

6 

3 

0 

32 


%  OF  TOTAL 

34 

38 

18 

19 

0 


•  MEAN  TIME  FROM  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE 
TO  DISPOSITION  -  643  DAYS 

•  MEDIAN  •  626  DAYS 

•  76TH  PERCENTILE  ■  774  DAYS 

•  90TH  PERCENTILE  ■  1040  DAYS 


8 


SAULT  STE  MARIE  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
ALL  DISPOSED  CASES 


ELAPSED  TIME 

1400 
1200 
1000 
600 
600 
400 
200 
0 

MEAN  MEDIAN  78TH  PERCENTILE90TH  PERCENTILE 


PERCENTILE 

ALL  DISPOSED  CASES  E3  DEFENDED  ♦  DISPOSED 

UNDEFENDED  ♦  DlSP. 
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SAULT  STE  MARIE  SUPREME  COURT 
MEDIAN,  75TH  AND  90TH  PERCENTILE 
FOR  ALL  DISPOSED  CASES 


elapsed  time  (days) 


MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 


0  200  400  600  800  1000  1200  1400  1600 


MEDIAN  E3 

•  0TH  PERCENTILE 


76TH  PERCENTILE 


SAULT  STE  MARIE  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIME  FOR  DISPOSED  CASES 


CASE  TYPE  *  CASES  MEAN  MEDIAN  76th  PERCENTILE  fi£Uj 


motor  vehicle 

10 

995 

979 

1093 

1261 

collection 

3 

124 

43 

114 

218 

contract/comm 

2 

714 

240 

714 

998 

med/prof  mal. 

2 

837 

640 

837 

101  1 

real  property 

21 

264 

160 

487 

644 

negligence 

5 

530 

397 

699 

884 

wrongful  dis. 

2 

772 

672 

774 

833 

construction  lien 

B 

424 

277 

550 

611 

total  63 
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SAULT  STE  MARIE  SUPREME  COURT 
MEDIAN,  75TH  AND  90TH  PERCENTILE 
FOR  DEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES 


elapsed  time  (days) 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 


0  200  400  600  600  1000120014001600 


MEDIAN 


E3 


CZ3  •0TH  PERCENTILE 


7STH  PERCENTILE 


SAULT  STE  MARIE  SUPREME  COURT 

FILING  TO  DISPOSITION-  DEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES 

CASE  TYPE  £CA3E5  MEAN  MEDIAN  75th  PERCENTILE 


motor  vehicle 

9 

990 

979 

1093 

1261 

collection 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

contract/comm 

2 

714 

240 

714 

998 

med/prof  mal. 

2 

637 

540 

637 

101  1 

real  property 

9 

436 

487 

498 

567 

negligence 

4 

629 

397 

699 

920 

wrongful  dis. 

2 

772 

672 

774 

833 

construction  lien 

4 

625 

550 

611 

985 

total  32 
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SAULT  STE  MARIE  SUPREME  COURT 
MEDIAN,  75TH  AND  90TH  PERCENTILE 
FOR  UNDEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES 


elapsed  time  (days) 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 
>  0  200  400  600  800  1000  1200 


□ 


MEDIAN  EE 

•  0TH  PERCENTILE 


76TH  PERCENTILE 


SAULT  STE  MARIE  SUPREME  COURT 

FILING  TO  DISP.  -  UNDEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES 

CASE  TYPE  ££ASES  MEAN  MEDIAN  76th  PERCENTILE  ftQib 


motor  vehicle 

1 

1040 

1040 

1040 

1040 

collection 

3 

124 

43 

114 

218 

contract/comm 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

med/prof  mal. 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

real  property 

12 

134 

70 

160 

369 

negligence 

1 

136 

136 

136 

136 

wrongful  dis. 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

construction  lien 

4 

223 

190 

277 

293 

total  21 


12 


SAULT  STE  MARIE  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 


DISPO- 

NUMBER 

PERCENTILE 

SITION 

YARIA&LE 

CASES 

MEAN 

MEDIAN 

76TH 

fc£Iid 

SBT 

ALL  DlSP. 

35 

646 

689 

947 

1157 

DEF+DISP 

28 

720 

671 

979 

1197 

UNDEF^DISP 

7 

350 

175 

413 

693 

NOD 

ALL  DlSP. 

3 

321 

207 

34  5 

468 

DEF*DISP 

1 

550 

550 

650 

650 

UNDEF^DlSP 

2 

206 

136 

206 

249 

DEF 

ALL  DlSP 

14 

137 

70 

224 

314 

DEF+DISP 

2 

367 

314 

367 

398 

UNDEF^DiSP 

12 

89 

66 

88 

262 

DIS 

ALL  DlSP. 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

DEF*DISP 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

UNDEF+DISP 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TR 

ALL  DlSP 

1 

1068 

1068 

ioe8 

1068 

DEF+DI SP 

1 

1068 

1068 

1068 

1068 

UNDEF+DISP 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

SAULT  STE  MARIE  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR 
ALL  DISPOSED  CASES,  BY  DISPOSITION 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


SETTLEMENT  NOTICE  OF  Dl>.  DEFAULT  DISMISSED  TRIAL 


TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 


MEAN  EH  MEDIAN  EIDtSTH  PERCENTILE  G2  SOTH  PERCENTILE 
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SAULT  STE  MARIE  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DEFENDED 
AND  DISPOSED  CASES,  BY  DISPOSITION 

1400 
1200 
1000 
600 
600 
400 
200 
0 


MEAN  COMEDIAN  EZD7STH  percentile  EZsOTH  PERCENTILE 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


SETTLEMENT  NOTICE  OP  Die.  DEFAULT  DltMltiED  TRIAL 


TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 


SAULT  STE  MARIE  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DISPOSED 
AND  UNDEFENDED  CASES,  BY  DISPOSITION 

800 
700 
600 
600 
400 
300 
200 
100 
0 

SETTLEMENT  NOTICE  OP  Die.  DEFAULT  DISMISSED  TRIAL 

TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


MEAN  E2  M  EDI  AN  CD  7ITN  PERCENTILE  EZSOTH  PERCENTILE 
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SAULT  STE  MARIE  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DEFENDED 
CASES  WITH  NOTICES  OF  LISTING  FOR  TRIAL 

#  OF  DAYS 

1400 
1200 
1000 
600 
600 
400 
200 
0 

#  OF  DEFENDED  CASE8  WITH  LI8TIN0S 
FOR  TRIAL  •  17 


1261 


MEAN  MEDIAN  7ETH  PE  MCE  NTILE  •0TH  PERCENTILE 


PERCENTILE 


SAULT  STE  MARIE  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR 
PROPOSED  CASE  MANAGEMENT  TRACKS 


#  OF  CASES 
36 - 


FAST  (0-220)  STANDARD  (220-370)  COMPLEX  (370  ♦) 


TRACK  TYPE  (DAYS) 

ALL  DISPOSED  CASES  ES3  DEFAULT  CASES  EXCL.  ' 
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SAULT  STE  MARIE  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  PRE-TRIAL  AND  PRE-TRIAL  TO  DISP.  TIMES 


I.  FILING  TO  PRETRIAL 

-  number  of  cases  with  a 
pre-trial  *  15  (19%) 

-  mean  filing  to  pre-trial 
time  -  702  days 

-  median  -  6B7  days 

-  75th  percentile  •  750 

-  90th  percentile  -  1295 


II.  PRETRIAL  TO  DISPOSITION 

-  number  of  disposed  cases 
with  a  pre-trial  -  13(16%) 

-  mean  pre-trial  to  disp. 
time  *  191  days 

-  median  -  1B4  days 

-  75th  percentile  -  324 

-  90th  percentile  *  405 


•  TIME  FROM  NOTICE  OF  LISTING  FOR  TRIAL  TO 

FIRST  PRE-TRIAL 

•  Number  of  cases  containing  a  notice  of  listing 
for  trial  and  a  pre-trial  date  ■  15  OR  19% 

•  Mean  number  of  days  between  notice  of  listing  and 
first  pre-trial  •  117  days 

•  Median  •  145  days 

•  75th  percentile  ■  167  days 

•  90th  percentile  ■  189  days 


-16- 
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SAULT  STE.  MARIE  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  SURVEY  DATE  FOR  UNDISPOSED  CASES 

UNDISPOSED  DEFENDED  &  UNDEFENDED  & 

CASES  UNDISPOSED  UNDISPOSED 


#CASES 

26 

14 

12 

MEDIAN 

1569 

1592 

1563 

75TH  PERC. 

1610 

1618 

1569 

90TH  PERC. 

1618 

1628 

1606 

SURVEY  DATE  WAS  06/29/1990 


SAULT  STE.  MARIE  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  SURVEY  START  PERCENTILES 

2000 

1500 

1000 

600 

0 

ALL  UNDISPD  DEFT)  &  UNDISP'D  UNDEFD  &  UNDISPD 


DAYS 


MEDIAN  E3  76TH  PERCENTILE  EH3  90TH  PERCENTILE 
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SAULT  STE.  MARIE  DISTRICT  COURT 
CASE  TYPE  BREAKDOWN 


CASE  TYPE 


M  OF  CASES  (%) 


MOTOR  VEHICLE  51  (23) 

COLLECTION  91  (43) 

CONTRACT /COMMERCIAL  14  (6) 

MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE  1  (1) 

REAL  PROPERTY  12  (5) 

NEGLIGENCE  33  (14) 

WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL  3  (1) 

LANDLORD/TENANT  6  (3) 

ESTATES  3  (1) 

FAMILY/CHILD  LAW  7  (3) 

CONSTRUCTION  LIEN  0  (0) 

TRUSTS  0  (0) 


TOTAL  223 


SAULT  STE.  MARIE  DISTRICT  COURT 
#  OF  DISPOSED  AND  UNDISPOSED  CASES 


EASE  TYPE 

#DISPOSED(%) 

*UNDISPOSED(%) 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 

41  (23) 

10  (21) 

COLLECTION 

72  (41) 

19  (40) 

CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 

11  (6) 

3  (6) 

MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 

1  (0) 

0  (0) 

REAL  PROPERTY 

10  (6) 

2  (4) 

NEGLIGENCE 

24  (14) 

9  (19) 

WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 

3  (2) 

0  (0) 

LANDLORD/TENANT 

B  (5) 

0  (0) 

ESTATES 

3  (2) 

0  (0) 

FAMILY/  CHILD  LAW 

3  (2) 

4  (B) 

CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

0  (0) 

0  (0) 

TRUSTS 

0  (0) 

0  (0) 

TOTAL 

176 

47 

I 


2 


« 

SAULT  STE.  MARIE  DISTRICT  COURT 
DISPOSITION  TYPES 


of  the  47  undisposed 
cum,  10  had  fllad  a 

statement  of  dafanca  SETTLEMENT  66  30% 


SAULT  STE.  MARIE  DISTRICT  COURT 
DISPOSITIONS  TYPE  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED  CASES 


S  D  NOD  DIS  TR  TOTAL 


MOTOR  VEHICLE  25 


COLLECTION  11 

CONTRACT/COMM  6 
MED/PROF  MAL  1 
REAL  PROPERTY  1 
NEGLIGENCE  14 
WRONGFUL  DIS.  2 
LANDLORD/TENANT  2 
ESTATES  3 

FAMILY /CHILD  LAW  1 
CONST.  LIEN  0 

TRUSTS  0 


2  14  0  0 

51  6  1  1 

112  1 

0  0  0  0 

9  0  0  0 

17  0  2 

10  0  0 

4  0  2  0 

0  0  0  0 

110  0 

0  0  0  0 

0  0  0  0 


41 
72 
1 1 
1 

10 

24 

3 

e 

3 

3 

0 

0 


LEGEND:  S  -  settlement 
D  -  default 

NOD  -  notice  of  discontinuance 


DIS 

TR 


dismissed 

trial 
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SAULT  STE.  MARIE  DISTRICT  COURT 

DISPOSITION  TYPES  -  DEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES 


S  D  NOD  DIS  TR  TOTAL 


MOTOR  VEHICLE  19 

COLLECTION  9 

CONTRACT/COMM  3 

MED/PROF  MAL  1 

REAL  PROPERTY  1 

NEGLIGENCE  12 

WRONGFUL  DIS.  2 

LANDLORD/TENANT  2 
ESTATES  3 

FAMILY /CHILD  LAW  1 
CONST.  LIEN  0 

TRUSTS  0 


0  0  0  0 

0  2  11 

0  0  11 

0  0  0  0 

0  0  0  0 

0  3  0  1 

0  0  0  0 

0  0  2  0 

0  0  0  0 

0  10  0 

0  0  0  0 

0  0  0  0 


19 

13 

5 

1 

1 

16 

2 

4 

3 

2 

0 

0 


LEGEND:  S  -  settlement 
D  -  default 

NOD  -  notice  of  discontinuance 


DIS  -  dismissed 
TR  -  trial 


SAULT  STE.  MARIE  DISTRICT  COURT 

DISPOSITION  TYPES  -  UNDEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES 


S  D  NOD  DIS  TR  TOTAL 


MOTOR  VEHICLE  6 
COLLECTION  2 

CONTRACT/COMM  3 
MED/PROF  MAL  0 
REAL  PROPERTY  0 
NEGLIGENCE  2 

WRONGFUL  DIS.  0 
LANDLORD/TENANT  0 
ESTATES  0 

FAMILY /CHILD  LAW  0 
CONST.  LIEN  0 

TRUSTS  0 


2  14  0  0 

51  6  0  0 

1110 
0  0  0  0 

9  0  0  0 

14  0  1 

10  0  0 

4  0  0  0 

0  0  0  0 

10  0  0 

0  0  0  0 

0  0  0  0 


22 

59 

6 

0 

9 

e 

i 

4 

0 

1 

0 

0 


LEGEND:  S  -  settlement 
D  -  default 

NOD  -  notice  of  discontinuance 


DIS 

TR 


dismissed 

trial 
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SAULT  STE.  MARIE  DISTRICT  COURT 
TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  AND  SERVICE  OF  CLAIM 
FOR  ALL  CASES  WITH  PROOF  OF  SERVICE 

70 
60 
60 
40 
30 
20 
10 
0 


#  of  CIMt 


"  66 


0  -  10  11  -  20  21  -  30  31  -  40  41  -  60  61  -  60  61  ♦ 

elapsed  time  (days) 


•  NUMBER  OF  CASES  WITH  PROOF  OF  SERVICE  OF 
STATEMENT  OF  CLAIM  •  109  OF  223  OR  49% 

•  MEAN  TIME  FROM  FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  SERVICE 
•  26  DAYS 

•  MEDIAN  •  10  DAYS 

•  76TH  PERCENTILE  •  17  DAYS 

•  90TH  PERCENTILE  -  67  DAYS 
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SAULT  STE.  MARIE  DISTRICT  COURT 
TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  OF  CLAIM  AND  SERVICE 
OF  DEFENCE  FOR  ALL  DEFENDED  CASES 

40 
36 
30 
26 
20 
16 
10 
6 
0 

WM  DISPOSED  CASES  E5S  UNDISPOSED  CASES 


#  OF  CASES 


-33 


0*60  61*120  121*160  161*240  241*600  601*660  661*420  421*460  461  • 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


•  TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  CASES  CONTAINING  A  STATEMENT 
OF  DEFENCE  •  76  OF  223  OR  34% 

•  MEAN  TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  OF  CLAIM  AND  SERVICE 
OF  DEFENCE  •  101  DAYS 

•  MEDIAN  •  64  DAYS 

•  76TH  PERCENTILE  ■  121  DAYS 

•  BOTH  PERCENTILE  •  224  DAYS 
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SAULT  STE.  MARIE  DISTRICT  COURT 

TIME  FROM  FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE 

•  A)  FOR  DISPOSED  CASES 

•  Total  number  of  disposed  cases  ■  176 

•  Total  disposed  cases  containing  a  statement  of 
defence  ■  66  or  38% 

•  Mean  filing  to  defence  time  •  106  days 

•  Median  •  59  days 

•  75th  percentile  •  130  days 

•  90th  percentile  ■  224  days 


•  B)  ALL  UNDISPOSED  CASES 

•  Total  number  of  undisposed  cases  containing 
a  statement  of  defence  ■  10  of  47  or  21% 

•  Mean  number  of  days  from  filing  of  claim  to 
filing  of  defence  »  69  days 

•  median  ■  34  days 

•  75th  percentile  »  52  days 

•  90th  percentile  •  63  days 
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SAULT  STE.  MARIE  DISTRICT  COURT 
TIME  FROM  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE  TO  DISPOSITION 

ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS)  #  OF  CASES  %  OF  TOTAL 


0  -  365  29  44 

366  -730  22  33 

731  -  1095  15  23 

1096  -1461  0  0 

1461  +  0  0 

TOTAL  66 


•  MEAN  TIME  FROM  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE 
TO  DISPOSITION  ■  475  DAYS 

•  MEDIAN  ■  435  DAYS 

•  75TH  PERCENTILE  •  659  DAYS 

•  90TH  PERCENTILE  •  892  DAYS 
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SAULT  STE.  MARIE  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  DISPOSITION 
PERCENTILES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED  CASES 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 
1200  | - 


MEAN  MEDIAN  7STH  PERCENTILE  90TH  PERCENTILE 


PERCENTILE 

WM  ALL  DI8P0SED  CASES  LSI  DEPENDED  •  DISPOSED 

CD  UNDEFENDED  ♦  DISP. 
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SAULT  STE.  MARIE  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
ALL  DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 


elapsed  time  (days) 


MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
LANDLORD/TENANT 
ESTATES 
FAMILY/CHILD  LAW 
CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 
TRUSTS 


0  200  400  600  800  1000  1200  1400 


□ 


MEDIAN  E2 

•OTH  PERCENTILE 


76TH  PERCENTILE 


SAULT  STE.  MARIE  DISTRICT  COURT 

FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED 

CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 

CASE  JY PE  &CASES  MEAN  MEDIAN  75th  PERCENTILE  fcfii b 


motor  vehicle 

41 

412 

363 

535 

661 

collection 

72 

176 

39 

100 

720 

contract/comm 

1 1 

465 

375 

560 

1022 

med/prof  mal. 

1 

1 120 

1120 

1120 

1120 

real  property 

10 

113 

57 

76 

124 

negligence 

24 

476 

383 

716 

925 

wrongful  dis. 

3 

362 

237 

454 

545 

landlord/tenant 

e 

321 

116 

517 

623 

estates 

3 

627 

576 

669 

711 

family/child  law 

3 

143 

67 

145 

231 

construction  lien 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

trusts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TOTAL  176 

(TIME  IS  MEASURED  IN  DAYS) 
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SAULT  STE.  MARIE  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
DEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 


elapsed  time  (days) 


MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
LANDLORD/TENANT 
ESTATES 
FAMILY/CHILD  LrtV 
CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 
TRUSTS 


0  200  400  600  800  1000  1200  1400 

■  MEDIAN  [S3  7STH  PERCENTILE 

□  90TH  PERCENTILE 


SAULT  STE.  MARIE  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  DEFENDED  AND 
DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 


CASE  TYPE 

ICASES  MEAN  MEDIAN 

76th  PERCENTILE 

90th 

motor  vehicle 

19 

565 

491 

777 

998 

collection 

13 

666 

698 

904 

962 

contract/comm 

5 

623 

393 

789 

979 

med/prof  mal. 

1 

1 120 

1 120 

1120 

1120 

real  property 

1 

539 

539 

539 

539 

negligence 

16 

542 

469 

716 

658 

wrongful  dis. 

2 

500 

386 

500 

546 

landlord/tenant 

4 

562 

517 

609 

652 

estates 

3 

627 

576 

669 

71  1 

family/child  law 

2 

168 

81 

188 

252 

construction  lien 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

trusts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TOTAL  66 
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SAULT  STE.  MARIE  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
UNDEFENDED  &  DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 


elapsed  time  (days) 


MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
LANDLORD/TENANT 
ESTATES 
FAMILY  /CHILD  L*V 
CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 
TRUSTS 


□ 


MEDIAN  CSS 

•  OTH  PERCENTILE 


76TH  PERCENTILE 


SAULT  STE.  MARIE  DISTRICT  COURT 

FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  UNDEFENDED 

AND  DISPOSED  CASES 


CASE  TYPE  &SA2ES  MEAN  MEDIAN  76th  PERCENTILE 


motor  vehicle 

22 

280 

231 

426 

526 

collection 

59 

68 

38 

63 

95 

contract/comm 

6 

369 

173 

355 

684 

med/prof  mal. 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

real  property 

9 

65 

57 

74 

84 

negligence 

e 

345 

103 

446 

927 

wrongful  dis. 

i 

87 

87 

67 

87 

landlord/tenant 

4 

80 

65 

83 

103 

estates 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

family/child  law 

1 

53 

53 

53 

53 

construction  lien 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

trusts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TOTAL  110 
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SAULT  STE.  MARIE  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED 
CASES  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 


DISPO¬ 

SITION 

VARIABLE 

NUMBER 

MEAN 

MEDIAN 

PERCENTILE 

S 

ALL  DISP. 

66 

668 

515 

769 

975 

DEF*DISP 

63 

699 

639 

791 

985 

UNDEF+DISP 

13 

444 

367 

626 

905 

D 

ALL  DISP. 

70 

62 

42 

72 

102 

DEF+DISP 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

UNDEF^-DISP 

70 

62 

42 

72 

102 

NOD 

ALL  DISP 

31 

233 

178 

279 

469 

DEF+DISP 

6 

421 

326 

585 

815 

UNDEF^DISP 

25 

188 

150 

231 

428 

DlS 

ALL  DISP. 

6 

650 

624 

605 

877 

DEF*DISP 

4 

700 

530 

680 

916 

UNDEF+DISP 

1 

449 

449 

449 

449 

TR 

ALL  DISP 

4 

659 

287 

884 

933 

DEF+DISP 

3 

424 

144 

466 

705 

UNDEF+DISP 

1 

965 

965 

965 

965 

SAULT  STE.  MARIE  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  ALL 
DISPOSED  CASES  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 

ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 

1200i - 


SETTLEMENT  DEFAULT  NOTICE  OF  DIE.  DISMISSED  TRIAL 


TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 


MEAN  COMEDIAN  □  7ETH  PE RCENTILE  E2*0TH  PERCENTILE 
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SAULT  STE.  MARIE  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DEFENDED 
AND  DISPOSED  CASES,  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 

1200 
1000 
600 
600 
400 
200 
0 

■  mean  ESmedian  CUteth  percentile  Ei soth  percentile 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


SETTLEMENT  DEFAULT  NOTICE  OP  DIE.  DISMISSED  TRIAL 


TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 


SAULT  STE.  MARIE  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DISPOSED 
&  UNDEFENDED  CASES,  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 


SETTLEMENT  DEFAULT  NOTICED  OF  DIS  DISMISSED  TRIAL 


TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 


MEAN  COMEDIAN  □  TETH  PE RC ENTILE  EZ#0TH  PERCENTILE 


-14- 


SAULT  STE.  MARIE  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DEFENDED 
CASES  WITH  NOTICES  OF  LISTING  FOR  TRIAL 


#  OF  DAYS 


PERCENTILE 


#  OF  DEFENDED  CASES  WITH  LISTINGS 
FOR  TRIAL  •  32 


SAULT  STE.  MARIE  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR 
PROPOSED  CASE  MANAGEMENT  TRACKS 


#  OF  CASES 
120 - 


FAST  (0-220)  STANDARD  (220-370)  COMPLEX  (370  ♦) 


TRACK  TYPE  (DAYS) 


ALL  DISPOSED  CASES  ESS  DEFAULT  CASES  EXCL. 
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SAULT  STE.  MARIE  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  PRE-TRIAL  AND  PRE-TRIAL  TO  DISP.  TIMES 


L  FILING  TO  PRETRIAL 

-  number  of  cases  with  a 
pre-trial  -  29  (13%) 

-  mean  filing  to  pre-trial 
time  -  440  days 

-  median  -  385  days 

-  75th  percentile  -  516  days 

-  90th  percentile  -  762  days 


II.  PRETRIAL  TO  DISPOSITION 

-  number  of  disposed  cases 
with  a  pre-trial-  27(15%) 

-  mean  pre-trial  to  disp. 
time  «  219  days 

-  median  -  194  days 

-  76th  percentile  -262  days 
-  90th  percentile  -442  days 


•  TIME  FROM  NOTICE  OF  LISTING  FOR  TRIAL  TO 

PRE-TRIAL 

•  Number  of  cases  containing  a  notice  of  listing 
for  trial  and  a  pre-trial  date  ■  29  (13%) 

•  Mean  number  of  days  between  notice  of  listing  and 
first  pre-trial  ■  94  days 

•  Median  •  67  days 

•  76th  percentile  •  107  days 

•  90th  percentile  •  202  days 
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SAULT  STE.  MARIE  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  SURVEY  DATE  FOR  UNDISPOSED  CASES 

UNDISPOSED  DEFENDED  &  UNDEFENDED  & 

CASES  UNDISPOSED  UNDISPOSED 


#CASES 

47 

10 

37 

MEDIAN 

1483 

1457 

1483 

75TH  PERC. 

1552 

1547 

1549 

90TH  PERC. 

1608 

1603 

1605 

SURVEY  DATE  WAS  06/29/1990 


SAULT  STE.  MARIE  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  SURVEY  START  PERCENTILES 

2000 

1600 

1000 

600 

0 


DAYS 


ALL  UNDISPD  DEFT)  &  UNDISPD  UNDEFD  &  UNDISPD 


MEDIAN  ESS  78TH  PERCENTILE  CD  *0TH  PERCENTILE 
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Waterloo 

Sample  Characteristics 


Number  of  Cases 


Total  Number  of  Claims  Filed 

2,065 

Disposed  Cases 

430 

...  that  were  Defended 

224 

62% 

Undisposed  Cases 

127 

...  that  were  Defended 

40 

31% 

4 


Mean  Time  (accumulative) 

from  Filing  to  each  Stage  of  Litigation 

Disposed  and  Defended  Cases  -  Waterloo 


700 

600 

600 

400 

300 

200 

100 

0 


Mean  Time  (Daye) 


Defence  Listing  Pre-Trial  Trial 


Stage  of  Litigation 


Mean  Time  to  Disposition  for 
Defended  and  Disposed  Cases 

Mean  Time  for  Default  Cases 


Days 

614 

107 


Stages  of  Litigation 
Defence 
Listing 
Pre-Trial 
Trial 


Number  of  Cases 
224 
88 
69 
10 


I 


Case  Management  Tracks 

Filing  to  Disposition  Times  -  WATERLOO 


Number  of  Caees 


i  i  i 

Fast  (0  -  220)  Standard  (220  -  540)  Complex  (540  ♦) 


Track  Type 


Defended  and  Disposed  Cases  only. 

This  graph  shows  the  distribution  of  cases 
commenced  by  statment  of  claim  in  this  sample 
within  the  proposed  Case  Management  tracts. 


i 
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CIVIL  CASE  MANAGEMENT  STUDY 
WATERLOO  SUPREME  COURT 
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WATERLOO  SUPREME  COURT 
CASE  TYPE  BREAKDOWN 


CASE  TYPE 


tt  OF  CASES  (%) 


MOTOR  VEHICLE  60  (33) 

COLLECTION  20  (11) 

CONTRACT /COMMERCIAL  18  (10) 

MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE  5  (3) 

REAL  PROPERTY  40  (22) 

NEGLIGENCE  18  (10) 

WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL  9  (5) 

LANDLORD/TENANT  2  (1) 

ESTATES  1  (1) 

FAMILY /CHILD  LAW  5  (3) 

CONSTRUCTION  LIEN  1  (1) 

TRUSTS  1  (1) 


TOTAL  180 


WATERLOO  SUPREME  COURT 
#  OF  DISPOSED  AND  UNDISPOSED  CASES 


CASE  TYPE 

#DISPOSED(%) 

#UNDISPOSED(tt,) 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 

40  (33) 

20  (34) 

COLLECTION 

10  (8) 

10  (17) 

CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 

15  (12) 

3  (5) 

MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 

2  (2) 

3  (5) 

REAL  PROPERTY 

31  (26) 

9  (15) 

NEGLIGENCE 

11  (9) 

7  (12) 

WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 

e  (7) 

1  (2) 

LANDLORD/TENANT 

2  (2) 

0  (0) 

ESTATES 

0  (0) 

1  (2) 

FAMILY/  CHILD  LAW 

2  (7) 

3  (5) 

CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

0  (0) 

1  (6) 

TRUSTS 

0(0) 

1  (2) 

TOTAL 

121 (67) 

69  (33) 
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WATERLOO  SUPREME  COURT 
DISPOSITION  TYPES 


of  the  69  undisposed 
cimi,  26  had  filed  a 
atatament  of  dafanca 


WATERLOO  SUPREME  COURT 
DISPOSITIONS  TYPE  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED  CASES 


S 

D 

NOD 

DIS 

TR 

TOTAL 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 

27 

1 

12 

0 

0 

40 

COLLECTION 

7 

2 

1 

0 

0 

10 

CONTRACT/COMM 

13 

1 

0 

0 

1 

15 

MED/PROF  MAL 

0 

1 

1 

0 

0 

2 

REAL  PROPERTY 

14 

13 

4 

0 

0 

31 

NEGLIGENCE 

e 

1 

2 

0 

0 

1 1 

WRONGFUL  DIS. 

7 

0 

0 

0 

1 

e 

LANDLORD/TENANT  2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

ESTATES 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

FAMILY/CHILD  LAW 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

2 

CONST.  LIEN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TRUSTS 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

LEGEND:  S  -  settlement 
D  *  default 

NOD  -  notice  of  discontinuance 


DIS 

TR 


dismissed 

trial 
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WATERLOO  SUPREME  COURT 

DISPOSITION  TYPES  -  DEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES 


S  D  NOD  DIS  TR  TOTAL 


MOTOR  VEHICLE  24  1  2 

COLLECTION  6  1  0 

CONTRACT/COMM  12  1  0 

MED/PROF  MAL  0  1  0 

REAL  PROPERTY  110  1 

NEGLIGENCE  7  1  1 

WRONGFUL  DIS  7  0  0 

LANDLORD/TENANT  1  0  0 

ESTATES  0  0  0 

FAMILY /CHILD  LAW  1  0  0 

CONST.  LIEN  0  0  0 

TRUSTS  00  0 

LEGEND:  S  -  settlement 
D  -  default 

NOD  -  notice  of  discontinuance 


0  0  27 

0  0  7 

0  1  14 

0  0  1 

0  0  12 

0  0  9 

o  i  e 

0  0  1 

0  0  0 

0  0  1 

0  0  0 

0  0  0 


DIS  -  dismissed 
TR  -  trial 


WATERLOO  SUPREME  COURT 

DISPOSITION  TYPES  -  UNDEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES 

S  D  NOD  DIS  TR  TOTAL 


MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMM 
MED/PROF  MAL 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DIS 
LANDLORD/TENANT 
ESTATES 

FAMILY  /CHILD  LAW 
CONST.  LIEN 
TRUSTS 

LEGEND:  S  -  settlement 
D  -  default 
NOD  -  notice  of 


3 

1 

1 

0 

3 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 


0 

1 

0 

0 

13 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


10 

1 

0 

1 

3 

1 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


13 

3 

1 

1 

19 

2 

0 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 


DIS 

TR 


-  dismissed 

-  trial 


discontinuance 
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WATERLOO  SUPREME  COURT 
TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  AND  SERVICE  OF  CLAIM 
FOR  ALL  CASES  WITH  PROOF  OF  SERVICE 


30 
26 
20 
16 
10 
6 
0 

0  -  10  11  -  20  21  -  30  31  -  40  41  -  60  61  -  60  61  ♦ 

elapsed  time  (days) 


•  NUMBER  OF  CASES  WITH  PROOF  OF  SERVICE  OF 
STATEMENT  OF  CLAIM  •  39  OF  180  OR  22% 

•  MEAN  TIME  FROM  FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  SERVICE 
•  39  DAYS 


•  MEDIAN  •  6  DAYS 

•  76TH  PERCENTILE  -  36  DAYS 

•  90TH  PERCENTILE  ■  119  DAYS 


WATERLOO  SUPREME  COURT 
TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  OF  CLAIM  AND  SERVICE 
OF  DEFENCE  FOR  ALL  DEFENDED  CASES 


#  OF  CASES 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


DISPOSED  CASES  ES  UNDISPOSED  CASES 


TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  CASES  CONTAINING  A  STATEMENT 
OF  DEFENCE  -  105  OF  ISO  OR  68% 

MEAN  TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  OF  CLAIM  AND  SERVICE 
OF  DEFENCE  •  131  DAYS 

MEDIAN  •  87  DAYS 

76TH  PERCENTILE  •  168  DAYS 

BOTH  PERCENTILE  •  325  DAYS 


-6- 


WATERLOO  SUPREME  COURT 

TIME  FROM  FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE 

•  A)  FOR  DISPOSED  CASES 

•  Total  number  of  disposed  cases  -  120 

•  Total  disposed  cases  containing  a  statement  of 
defence  ■  80  or  67% 

•  Mean  filing  to  defence  time  ■  130  days 

•  Median  •  89  days 

•  76th  percentile  -  161  days 

•  90th  percentile  ■  293  days 


•  B)  ALL  UNDISPOSED  CASES 

•  Total  number  of  undisposed  cases  containing 
a  statement  of  defence  ■  26  of  59  or  44% 

•  Mean  number  of  days  from  filing  of  claim  to 
filing  of  defence  »  141  days 

•  median  ■  84  days 

•  76th  percentile  •  267  days 

•  90th  percentile  ■  401  days 


WATERLOO  SUPREME  COURT 
TIME  FROM  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE  TO  DISPOSITION 

ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS)  *  OF  CASES  %  OF  TOTAL 

0  -  365  27  34 

366  -730  22  28 

731  -  1095  25  31 

1096  -1461  6  8 

1461  +  0  0 

TOTAL  80 


MEAN  TIME  FROM  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE 
TO  DISPOSITION  ■  585  DAYS 


MEDIAN  •  642  DAYS 

75TH  PERCENTILE  •  830  DAYS 

90TH  PERCENTILE  -  987  DAYS 


WATERLOO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  DISPOSITION 
PERCENTILES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED  CASES 


1400 

1200 

1000 

600 

600 

400 

200 

0 


MEAN  MEDIAN  7STH  PERCENTILESOTH  PERCENTILE 


PERCENTILE 


■■  ALL  DISPOSED  CASES 
CZD  UNDEFENDED  ♦  DlSP. 


ES  DEFENDED  •  DISPOSED 
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WATERLOO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
ALL  DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 


elapsed  time  (days) 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CON  TRACT/COMM  E  RCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
LANDLORD/TENANT 
ESTATES 
FAMILY/CHILD  LAW 
CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 
TRUSTS 


0  200  400  600  800  1000  1200  1400 


MEDIAN 


E3 


CZ3  90TH  PERCENTILE 


76TH  PERCENTILE 


WATERLOO  SUPREME  COURT 

FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED 

CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 

CASE  TYPE  # CASES  MEAN  MEDIAN  76th  PERCENTILE  ftfilb 


motor  vehicle 

40 

622 

626 

947 

1076 

collection 

10 

391 

245 

722 

823 

contract/comm 

15 

654 

618 

891 

927 

med/prof  mal. 

2 

1 192 

1192 

1192 

1192 

real  property 

31 

233 

84 

253 

665 

negligence 

1 1 

841 

917 

1125 

1216 

wrongful  dis. 

e 

801 

778 

866 

939 

landlord/tenant 

2 

817 

354 

817 

1095 

estates 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

family/child  law 

2 

490 

107 

495 

720 

construction  lien 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

trusts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TOTAL  121 

(TIME  IS  MEASURED 

IN 

DAYS) 

) 
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WATERLOO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
DEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 


elapsed  time  (days) 


MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
LANDLORD/TENANT 
ESTATES 
FAMILY /CHILD  LAW 
CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 
TRUSTS 


0  200  400  600  600  1000  1200  1400  1600 


MEDIAN  E3 

0OTH  PERCENTILE 


7STH  PERCENTILE 


WATERLOO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  DEFENDED  AND 
DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 


CASE  TYPE 

#_£ASES  MEAN  MEDIAN 

75th  PERCENTILE 

90th 

motor  vehicle 

27 

763 

622 

989 

1123 

collection 

7 

519 

404 

752 

827 

contract/comm 

14 

664 

618 

859 

921 

med/prof  mal. 

1 

1 192 

1 192 

1192 

1192 

real  property 

12 

437 

253 

665 

808 

negligence 

9 

939 

928 

1146 

1229 

wrongful  dis. 

6 

601 

778 

866 

942 

landlord/tenant 

1 

1280 

1280 

1280 

1280 

estates 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

family/child  law 

1 

674 

874 

874 

874 

construction  lien 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

trusts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

80 


TOTAL 
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WATERLOO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
UNDEFENDED  &  DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 


elapsed  time  (days) 


MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMM  ERCIAL 

■  -TTTTHTTTT  TVS - , 

MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 

REAL  PROPERTY 

B5 

J 

NEGLIGENCE 

suss— i 

WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
LANDLORD /TEN  AMT 

ESTATES 

FAMILY  /CHILD  LrtV 

CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

TRUSTS 

: 

i_ i_ i 

0  200  400  600  600  1000 


□ 


MEDIAN  EH 

•0TH  PERCENTILE 


76TH  PERCENTILE 


WATERLOO  SUPREME  COURT 

FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  UNDEFENDED 

AND  DISPOSED  CASES 


CASE  TYPE 

#..GA5ES  MEAN 

motor  vehicle 

13 

329 

collection 

3 

93 

contract/comm 

1 

505 

med/prof  mal. 

0 

0 

real  property 

19 

104 

negligence 

2 

252 

wrongful  dis. 

0 

0 

landlord/tenant 

1 

354 

estates 

0 

0 

family/child  law 

1 

107 

construction  lien 

0 

0 

trusts 

0 

0 

MEDIAN  76th  PERCENTILE  fidlfc 


198 

464 

744 

63 

102 

109 

505 

505 

505 

0 

0 

0 

52 

79 

216 

7 

102 

156 

0 

0 

0 

354 

354 

354 

0 

0 

0 

107 

107 

107 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TOTAL  40 
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WATERLOO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED 
CASES  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 


DISPO- 

NUMBER 

PERCENTILE 

SITION 

VARIABLE 

CASES 

MEAN 

MEDIAN 

isia 

S 

ALL  DlSP. 

70 

668 

731 

930 

1077 

DEF^DISP 

69 

711 

784 

039 

1112 

UNDEF+DISP 

10 

372 

354 

623 

616 

D 

ALL  DlSP. 

19 

274 

66 

412 

921 

DEF^DISP 

6 

837 

820 

935 

1072 

UNDEF*DISP 

14 

73 

35 

70 

88 

NOD 

ALL  DlSP 

20 

264 

114 

427 

573 

DEF*DISP 

4 

604 

427 

542 

64  3 

UNDEF^DISP 

16 

203 

104 

229 

527 

DlS 

ALL  DlSP. 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

DEF+DISP 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

UNDEF+DISP 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TR 

ALL  DlSP 

2 

853 

598 

853 

1006 

DEF^DISP 

2 

853 

598 

853 

1006 

UNDEF*DISP 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

WATERLOO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  ALL 
DISPOSED  CASES  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 

1200  i - 


SETTLEMENT  DEFAULT  NOTICE  OF  CIS.  DltlMIMED  TRIAL 


TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 


MEAN  ESmedian  mi  7*TH  PERCENTILE  E3  POTH  PERCENTILE 
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WATERLOO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DEFENDED 
AND  DISPOSED  CASES,  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 

1200 
1000 
600 
600 
400 
200 
0 

■  mean  ESmedian  Dtith  percentile  ESsoth  percentile 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


SETTLEMENT  DEFAULT  NOTICE  OF  Dts.  DISMISSED  TRIAL 


TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 


WATERLOO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DISPOSED 
&  UNDEFENDED  CASES,  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 


SETTLEMENT  DEFAULT  NOTICED  OF  DIS  DISMISSED  TRIAL 


TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 


MEAN  COMEDIAN  □  TSTH  PERCENTILE  E5  *0TH  FERCENTILE 


-14- 


WMERLOO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DEFENDED 
CASES  WITH  NOTICES  OF  LISTING  FOR  TRIAL 


MEAN  MEDIAN  76TH  PERCENTILE  90TH  PERCENTILE 

PERCENTILE 


#  OF  DEFENDED  CASES  WITH  LI8TINQS 
FOR  TRIAL  •  32 


WATERLOO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR 
PROPOSED  CASE  MANAGEMENT  TRACKS 


#  OF  CASES 


FAST  (0-220)  STANDARD  (220-540)  COMPLEX  (540  *) 


TRACK  TYPE  (DAYS) 


ALL  DISPOSED  CASES  E53  DEFAULT  CASES  EXCL. 
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WATERLOO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  PRE-TRIAL  AND  PRE-TRIAL  TO  DISP.  TIMES 


L  FILING  TO  PRETRIAL 

-  number  of  cases  with  a 
pre-trial  -  22  (12%) 

-  mean  filing  to  pre-trial 
time  -  7B7  days 

-  median  *  800  days 

-  75th  percentile  ■  970  days 

-  90th  percentile  -  1139  days 


II.  PRETRIAL  TO  DISPOSITION 

-  number  of  disposed  cases 
with  a  pre-trial-  18  (16%) 

-  mean  pre-trial  to  disp. 
time  -  174  days 

-  median  -  182  days 

-  75th  percentile  -  218  days 
-  90th  percentile-  378  days 


•  TIME  FROM  NOTICE  OF  LISTING  FOR  TRIAL  TO 

PRE-TRIAL 

•  Number  of  cases  containing  a  notice  of  listing 
for  trial  and  a  pre-trial  date  ■  18  (10%) 

•  Mean  number  of  days  between  notice  of  listing  and 
first  pre-trial  ■  244  days 

•  Median  ■  199  days 

•  75th  percentile  ■  344  days 

•  90th  percentile  ■  405  days 
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WATERLOO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  SURVEY  DATE  FOR  UNDISPOSED  CASES 

UNDISPOSED  DEFENDED  &  UNDEFENDED  & 

CASES  UNDISPOSED  UNDISPOSED 


#CASES 

59 

26 

33 

MEDIAN 

1433 

1435 

1534 

75TH  PERC. 

1450 

1534 

1590 

90TH  PERC. 

1416 

1520 

1598 

SURVEY  DATE  WAS  06/29/1990 


WATERLOO  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  SURVEY  START  PERCENTILES 


DAYS 

1800  i - 


ALL  UNDISPD  DEFT)  &  UNDISP'D  UNDEFD  A  UNDISPD 


MEDIAN  E3  78TH  PERCENTILE  UD  tOTH  PERCENTILE 


CIVIL  CASE  MANAGEMENT  STUDY 
WATERLOO  DISTRICT  COURT 
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WATERLOO  DISTRICT  COURT 
CASE  TYPE  BREAKDOWN 


CASE  TYPE 

OF  ( 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 

72 

(19) 

COLLECTION 

136 

(36) 

CONTRACT /COMMERCIAL 

54 

(14) 

MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 

2 

(D 

REAL  PROPERTY 

20 

(5) 

NEGLIGENCE 

35 

(9) 

WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 

17 

(5) 

LANDLORD/TENANT 

9 

(2) 

ESTATES 

2 

(1) 

FAMILY/CHILD  LAW 

30 

(8) 

CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

0 

(0) 

TRUSTS 

0 

(0) 

TOTAL 


377 


WATERLOO  DISTRICT  COURT 
#  OF  DISPOSED  AND  UNDISPOSED  CASES 


CASE  TYPE 

*DISPOSED(%) 

*UNDISPOSED(%) 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 

64  (21) 

6  (12) 

COLLECTION 

113  (37) 

23  (34) 

CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 

39  (13) 

15  (22) 

MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 

1  (0) 

1  (D 

REAL  PROPERTY 

15  (5) 

5  (7) 

NEGLIGENCE 

31  (10) 

4  (6) 

WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 

16  (5) 

1  (1) 

LANDLORD/TENANT 

4  (1) 

5  (7) 

ESTATES 

1  (0) 

1  (1) 

FAMILY/  CHILD  LAW 

25  (6) 

5  (7) 

CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

0  (0) 

0  (0) 

TRUSTS 

0(0) 

0  (0) 

TOTAL 

309 

68 

2 


i 

WATERLOO  DISTRICT  COURT 
DISPOSITION  TYPES 


of  the  66  undisposed 
ciMt,  14  had  filed  a 
•tatement  of  defence 


SETTLEMENT  156  41% 


WATERLOO  DISTRICT  COURT 
DISPOSITIONS  TYPE  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED  CASES 


S 

D 

NOD 

DIS 

TR 

TOTAL 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 

40 

4 

19 

0 

1 

64 

COLLECTION 

19 

76 

16 

2 

0 

113 

CONTRACT/COMM 

23 

e 

6 

0 

2 

39 

MED/PROF  MAL 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

REAL  PROPERTY 

13 

0 

2 

0 

0 

15 

NEGLIGENCE 

22 

0 

7 

0 

2 

31 

WRONGFUL  DIS. 

13 

0 

3 

0 

0 

16 

LANDLORD/TENANT  2 

1 

1 

0 

0 

4 

ESTATES 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

FAMILY /CHILD  LAW 

22 

0 

0 

0 

3 

25 

CONST.  LIEN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TRUSTS 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

LEGEND:  S  -  settlement 
D  -  default 

NOD  -  notice  of  discontinuance 


DIS 

TR 


dismissed 

trial 
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WATERLOO  DISTRICT  COURT 

DISPOSITION  TYPES  -  DEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES 


S 

D 

NOD 

DIS 

TR 

TOTAL 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 

30 

0 

1 

0 

1 

32 

COLLECTION 

17 

0 

5 

1 

0 

23 

CONTRACT/COMM 

20 

0 

1 

0 

2 

23 

MED/PROF  MAL 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

REAL  PROPERTY 

10 

0 

1 

0 

0 

1 1 

NEGLIGENCE 

17 

0 

3 

0 

2 

22 

WRONGFUL  DIS. 

13 

0 

0 

0 

0 

13 

LANDLORD/TENANT  2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

ESTATES 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

FAMILY /CHILD  LAW 

14 

0 

0 

0 

3 

17 

CONST.  LIEN 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TRUSTS 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

LEGEND:  S  -  settlement 

DIS 

- 

dismissed 

D  -  default 

TR 

trial 

NOD  *  notice  of  discontinuance 


WATERLOO  DISTRICT  COURT 

DISPOSITION  TYPES  -  UNDEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES 


S  D  NOD  DIS  TR  TOTAL 


MOTOR  VEHICLE  10 


COLLECTION  2 

CONTRACT/COMM  3 
MED/PROF  MAL  0 
REAL  PROPERTY  3 
NEGLIGENCE  5 

WRONGFUL  DIS.  0 
LANDLORD/TENANT  0 
ESTATES  0 

FAMILY /CHILD  LAW  6 
CONST.  LIEN  0 

TRUSTS  0 


4  16  0  0 

76  11  1  0 

6  5  0  0 

0  0  0  0 

0  10  0 
0  4  0  0 

0  3  0  0 

110  0 
0  0  0  0 

0  0  0  0 

0  0  0  0 

0  0  0  0 


32 

90 

16 

0 

4 

9 

3 

2 

0 

e 

o 

'  o 


LEGEND:  S  -  settlement 
D  *  default 

NOD  -  notice  of  discontinuance 


DIS 

TR 


dismissed 

trial 
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WATERLOO  DISTRICT  COURT 
TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  AND  SERVICE  OF  CLAIM 
FOR  ALL  CASES  WITH  PROOF  OF  SERVICE 


0  -  10  11  -20  21  -  30  31  -  40  41  -  60  61  -  60  61  * 

elapsed  time  (days) 


•  NUMBER  OF  CASES  WITH  PROOF  OF  SERVICE  OF 
STATEMENT  OF  CLAIM  •  167  OF  377  OR  44% 

•  MEAN  TIME  FROM  FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  SERVICE 
•  16  DAYS 

•  MEDIAN  •  6  DAYS 

•  76TH  PERCENTILE  -  12  DAYS 

•  90TH  PERCENTILE  ■  30  DAYS 


WATERLOO  DISTRICT  COURT 
TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  OF  CLAIM  AND  SERVICE 
OF  DEFENCE  FOR  ALL  DEFENDED  CASES 


#  OF  CASES 


0-60  61-120  121-180  181-240  241-300  301*360  861-420  421-480  481  * 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 

DISPOSED  CASES  E25S  UNDISPOSED  CASES 


•  TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  CASES  CONTAINING  A  STATEMENT 
OF  DEFENCE  -  159  OF  377  OR  42% 

•  MEAN  TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  OF  CLAIM  AND  SERVICE 
OF  DEFENCE  •  86  DAYS 

•  MEDIAN  •  44  DAYS 

•  76TH  PERCENTILE  -  100  DAYS 

•  90TH  PERCENTILE  •  203  DAYS 


WATERLOO  DISTRICT  COURT 

TIME  FROM  FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE 

•  A)  FOR  DISPOSED  CASES 

•  Total  number  of  disposed  cases  •  309 

•  Total  disposed  cases  containing  a  statement  of 
defence  ■  145  or  47% 

•  Mean  filing  to  defence  time  ■  84  days 

•  Median  •  42  days 

•  75th  percentile  *  99  days 

•  90th  percentile  ■  195  days 


•  B)  ALL  UNDISPOSED  CASES 

•  Total  number  of  undisposed  cases  containing 
a  statement  of  defence  ■  14  of  68  or  21% 

•  Mean  number  of  days  from  filing  of  claim  to 
filing  of  defence  •  109  days 

•  median  »  65  days 

•  75th  percentile  ■  150  days 

•  90th  percentile  •  245  days 


WATERLOO  DISTRICT  COURT 
TIME  FROM  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE  TO  DISPOSITION 

ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS)  #  OF  CASES  %  OF  TOTAL 


0  -  365  59  41 

366  -730  51  35 

731  -  1095  29  20 

1096  -1461  6  4 

1461  +  0  0 

TOTAL  145 


MEAN  TIME  FROM  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE 
TO  DISPOSITION  ■  478  DAYS 


MEDIAN  •  437  DAYS 

75TH  PERCENTILE  ■  726  DAYS 

90TH  PERCENTILE  ■  919  DAYS 
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WATERLOO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  DISPOSITION 
PERCENTILES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED  CASES 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


MEAN  MEDIAN  76TH  PERCENTILE® OTH  PERCENTILE 


PERCENTILE 

■  ALL  DI8P08ED  CASES  ES  DEFENDED  •  DI8P08ED 

CD  UNDEFENDED  ♦  DI8P. 
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WATERLOO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
ALL  DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 

elapsed  time  (days) 


MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
LANDLORD/TENANT 
ESTATES 
FAMILY/CHILD  LAV 
CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 
TRUSTS 


WATERLOO  DISTRICT  COURT 

FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED 

CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 

CASE  TYPE  # CASES  MEAN  MEDIAN  75th  PERCENTILE  mt 


motor  vehicle 

64 

398 

300 

545 

875 

collection 

113 

176 

50 

168 

538 

contract/comm 

39 

382 

243 

566 

916 

med/prof  mal. 

1 

690 

590 

590 

590 

real  property 

16 

484 

314 

593 

992 

negligence 

31 

618 

649 

624 

981 

wrongful  dis. 

16 

509 

475 

617 

939 

landlord/tenant 

4 

274 

31 

424 

658 

estates 

1 

1054 

1054 

1054 

1054 

family/child  law 

25 

322 

281 

401 

593 

construction  lien 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

trusts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TOTAL 

309 

(TIME  IS  MEASURED  IN  DAYS) 

I 


1 


0  200  400  600  600  1000  1200 

■I  MEDIAN  E2  76TH  PERCENTILE 

□  90TH  PERCENTILE 
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WATERLOO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
DEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 

elapsed  time  (days) 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
LANDLORD/TENANT 
ESTATES 
FAMILY/CHILD  L*V 
CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 
TRUSTS 


MEDIAN 


(S3  76TH  PERCENTILE 


□  90TH  PERCENTILE 


WATERLOO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  DEFENDED  AND 
DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 


CASE  TYPE 

# CASES  MEAN  MEDIAN 

76th  PERCENTILE 

eoth 

motor  vehicle 

32 

605 

518 

863 

976 

collection 

23 

583 

470 

864 

1089 

contract/comm 

23 

507 

424 

702 

949 

med/prot  mal. 

1 

590 

590 

590 

590 

real  property 

1 1 

617 

479 

913 

1028 

negligence 

22 

645 

667 

675 

1138 

wrongful  dis. 

13 

607 

563 

659 

943 

landlord/tenant 

2 

519 

424 

519 

576 

estates 

1 

1054 

1054 

1054 

1054 

family/child  law 

17 

323 

322 

401 

581 

construction  lien 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

trusts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TOTAL  145 
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WATERLOO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
UNDEFENDED  &  DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 


elapsed  time  (days) 


MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
LANDLORD/TENANT 
ESTATES 
FAMILY/CHILD  LAW 
CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 
TRUSTS 


MEDIAN 


ES 


□  ®OTH  PERCENTILE 


78TH  PERCENTILE 


WATERLOO  DISTRICT  COURT 

FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  UNDEFENDED 

AND  DISPOSED  CASES 


CASE  TYPE 

gCASES  MEAN  MEDIAN 

76th  PERCENTILE 

eoth 

motor  vehicle 

32 

192 

146 

254 

394 

collection 

90 

75 

42 

77 

144 

contract/comm 

16 

203 

39 

137 

548 

med/prof  mal, 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

real  property 

4 

121 

69 

97 

204 

negligence 

9 

651 

505 

745 

774 

wrongful  dis. 

3 

63 

46 

83 

137 

landlord/tenant 

2 

28 

25 

28 

30 

estates 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

family/child  law 

e 

320 

49 

352 

717 

construction  lien 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

trusts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TOTAL  164 
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WATERLOO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED 
CASES  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 


DISPO- 

NUMBER 

PERCENTILE 

8ITI0N 

&R1A5LE 

CASES 

MEAN 

median 

76TH 

BOTH 

S 

ALL  DISP. 

156 

613 

44  6 

799 

975 

DEF+DISP 

125 

561 

488 

862 

1013 

UNDEF-DISP 

31 

316 

221 

430 

733 

D 

ALL  DISP. 

89 

69 

39 

66 

92 

DEF+DISP 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

UNDEF^DISP 

89 

59 

39 

66 

92 

NOD 

ALL  DISP 

64 

252 

144 

302 

723 

DEF^DISP 

11 

4  34 

434 

640 

851 

UNDEF+DISP 

43 

205 

131 

230 

487 

DIS 

ALL  DlSp. 

2 

988 

695 

988 

1224 

DEF+DISP 

1 

1381 

1381 

1381 

1381 

UNDEF+DISP 

1 . 

595 

595 

595 

595 

TR 

ALL  DISP 

8 

©44 

622 

671 

1009 

DEF^DISP 

8 

644 

622 

671 

1009 

UNDEF+DISP 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

WATERLOO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  ALL 
DISPOSED  CASES  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 
1400  i - 


SETTLEMENT  DEMULT  NOTICE  OF  DIE.  DltlMIMED  TRIAL 


TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 


MEAN  E2MEDIAN  dl7«TH  PERCENTILE  CZiOTH  PERCENTILE 
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WATERLOO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DEFENDED 
AND  DISPOSED  CASES,  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 

1600 
1400 
1200 
1000 
600 
600 
400 
200 
0 

■  MEAN  COMEDIAN  dl  T6TH  PERCENTILE  EZ  SOTH  PE  ACE  NTILE 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


SETTLEMENT  DEFAULT  NOTICE  OF  DIE.  DISMISSED  TRIAL 


TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 


WATERLOO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DISPOSED 
&  UNDEFENDED  CASES,  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 


800 


600 


400 


200 


0 

•  ETTLEMENT  DEFAULT  NOTICED  OF  DIE.  DISMISSED  TRIAL 

TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


MEAN  COMEDIAN  □  TSTM  PERCENTILE  E3#0TM  PERCENTILE 


-14- 


WATERLOO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DEFENDED 
CASES  WITH  NOTICES  OF  LISTING  FOR  TRIAL 

1400 
1200 
1000 
eoo 
600 
400 
200 
0 

#  OF  DEFENDED  CASES  WITH  LI8TINQS 
FOR  TRIAL  •  43 


#  OF  DAYS 


MEAN  MEDIAN  76TH  PERCENTILE  0OTH  PERCENTILE 

PERCENTILE 


WATERLOO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR 
PROPOSED  CASE  MANAGEMENT  TRACKS 


#  OF  CASES 

180  i - 


FAST  (0-220)  STANDARD  (220-640)  COMPLEX  (640  ♦) 


TRACK  TYPE  (DAYS) 


ALL  DISPOSED  CASES  E53  DEFAULT  CASES  EXCL. 
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WATERLOO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  PRE-TRIAL  AND  PRE-TRIAL  TO  DISP.  TIMES 


L  FILING  TO  PRETRIAL 

-  number  of  cases  with  a 
pre-trial  *  37  (105b) 

-  mean  filing  to  pre-trial 
time  -  639  days 

-  median  -  617  days 

-  75th  percentile  -  642  days 

-  90th  percentile  *  1031  days 


II.  PRETRIAL  TO  DISPOSITION 

-  number  of  disposed  cases 
with  a  pre-trial*  36(12%) 

-  mean  pre-trial  to  disp. 
time  *  114  days 

-  median  -  67  days 

-  75th  percentile  *156  days 
-  90th  percentile  *255  days 


•  TIME  FROM  NOTICE  OF  LISTING  FOR  TRIAL  TO 

PRE-TRIAL 

•  Number  of  cases  containing  a  notice  of  listing 
for  trial  and  a  pre-trial  date  »  34  (9%) 

•  Mean  number  of  days  between  notice  of  listing  and 
first  pre-trial  •  246  days 

•  Median  •  212  days 

•  76th  percentile  ■  326  days 

•  90th  percentile  •  379  days 
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WATERLOO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  SURVEY  DATE  FOR  UNDISPOSED  CASES 

UNDISPOSED  DEFENDED  &  UNDEFENDED  & 

CASES  UNDISPOSED  UNDISPOSED 


#CASES 

66 

14 

64 

MEDIAN 

1444 

1470 

1429 

75TH  PERC. 

1555 

1534 

1565 

90TH  PERC. 

1607 

1575 

1612 

SURVEY  DATE  WAS  06/29/1990 


WATERLOO  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  SURVEY  START  PERCENTILES 

2000 

1600 

1000 

600 

0 


DAYS 


ALL  UNDISPD  DEFD  4  UNDISP'D  UNDEFD  4  UNDISPD 


MEDIAN  ESS  78TM  PERCENTILE  CD  POTH  PERCENTILE 
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Peterborough 

Sample  Characteristics 


Total  Number  of  Claims  Filed 
Disposed  Cases 

...  that  were  Defended 
Undisposed  Cases 


Number  of  Cases 


696 

161 

96 

60% 

44 

16 

34% 

that  were  Defended 


Mean  Time  (accumulative) 

from  Filing  to  each  Stage  of  Litigation 

Disposed  and  Defended  Cases-Peterborough 


Mean  Time  (Daya) 


Defence  Listing  Pre-Trial  Trial 


Stage  of  Litigation 


Mean  Time  to  Disposition  for 
Defended  and  Disposed  Cases 

Mean  Time  for  Default  Cases 


Days 

685 

76 


Stages  of  Litigation 
Defence 
Listing 
Pre-Trial 
Trial 


Number  of  Cases 
96 
40 
33 
6 


# 


i 


Case  Management  Tracks 

Filing  to  Disposition  Times-PETERBOROUGH 


Number  of  Cases 


Fast  (0  -  220)  Standard  (220  -  370)  Complex  (370  +) 


Track  Type 


Defended  and  Disposed  Cases  only. 

This  graph  shows  the  distribution  of  cases 
commenced  by  statment  of  claim  in  this  sample 
within  the  proposed  Case  Management  tracts. 


» 
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CIVIL  CASE  MANAGEMENT  STUDY 
PETERBOROUGH  SUPREME  COURT 


CONTENTS 

Page 

Peterborough  Supreme  Court  Case  Types 

a)  Number  of  Cases  for  Each  Case  Type .  1 

b)  Disposed  and  Undisposed  Actions  .  1 

Types  of  Disposition 

a)  Graph  of  Each  Type  of  Disposition .  2 

b)  Disposition  Type  Breakdown  for  All 

Disposed  Cases  .  2 

c)  Disposition  Type  Breakdown  for  All 

Defended  and  Disposed  Actions  .  3 
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for  All  Cases  with  Proof  of  Service .  4 
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Service  of  Statement  of  Defence 

a)  For  All  Defended  Cases .  5 

a)  For  All  Disposed  Cases .  6 

b)  For  All  Undisposed  Cases .  6 

Time  From  Service  of  Defence  to  Disposition .  7 

Time  Between  Claim  Filing  Date  and  Disposition  Date 
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b)  By  Case  Type 

i)  For  All  Disposed  Cases .  9 

ii)  For  All  Defended  and  Disposed  Cases . 10 

iii)  For  All  Undefended  and  Disposed  Cases  ....  11 
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i)  For  All  Disposed  Cases . 12 

ii)  For  All  Defended  and  Disposed  Cases . 13 

iii)  For  All  Undefended  and  Disposed  Cases  ....  13 
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Page 

Filing  to  Disposition  Times  for  Defended  Cases 

with  Notices  of  Listing  for  Trial . 14 

Filing  to  Disposition  Times  for  Proposed 

Case  Management  Tracks  .  14 

Filing  to  Pre-Trial  and  Pre-Trial  to  Disposition  Times  ...  15 

Filing  to  Survey  Date  for  Undisposed  Cases  .  16 
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PETERBOROUGH  SUPREME  COURT 
CASE  TYPE  BREAKDOWN 


CASE  TYPE 

Li- 

O 

* 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 

27  (47) 

COLLECTION 

4  (7) 

CONTRACT/COMMERCiAL 

4  (7) 

MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 

2  (4) 

REAL  PROPERTY 

9  (16) 

NEGLIGENCE 

4  (7) 

WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 

3  (5) 

FAMILY/CHILD  LAW 

1  (2) 

CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

3  (5) 

TOTAL 


57 


PETERBOROUGH  SUPREME  COURT 
#  OF  DISPOSED  AND  UNDISPOSED  CASES 


CASE  TYPE 

»DISPOSED(%) 

*UNDISPOSED(*) 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 

15  (41) 

12  (60) 

COLLECTION 

3  (6) 

1  (5) 

CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 

3  (B) 

1  (5) 

MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 

1  (3) 

1  (5) 

REAL  PROPERTY 

7  (19) 

2  (10) 

NEGLIGENCE 

3  (B) 

1  (5) 

WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 

2  (5) 

1  (5) 

FAMILY/  CHILD  LAY 

1  (3) 

0  (0) 

CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

2  (5) 

1  (5) 

TOTAL 

37  (65) 

20  (36) 

2 


PETERBOROUGH  SUPREME  COURT 
DISPOSITION  TYPES 


of  the  20  undisposed 
esses,  8  hsd  filed  s 
ttstement  of  defence 


SETTLEMENT  24  56% 


PETERBOROUGH  SUPREME  COURT 
DISPOSITIONS  TYPE  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED  CASES 


S  D  NOD  DIS  TR  TOTAL 


MOTOR  VEHICLE  11 
COLLECTION  0 

CONTRACT/COMM  3 
MED/PROF  MAL  1 
REAL  PROPERTY  3 
NEGLIGENCE  2 

WRONGFUL  DIS.  2 
FAMILY/CHILD  LAW  1 
CONST.  LIEN  1 


0  4  0  0 

2  0  10 

0  0  0  0 

0  0  0  0 

3  10  0 

0  10  0 

0  0  0  0 

0  0  0  0 

0  0  10 


15 

3 

3 

1 

7 

3 

2 

1 

2 


LEGEND:  S  -  settlement 
D  -  default 

NOD  -  notice  of  discontinuance 


DIS 

TR 


dismissed 

trial 
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PETERBOROUGH  SUPREME  COURT 

DISPOSITION  TYPES  -  DEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES 

S  D  NOD  DIS  TR  TOTAL 


MOTOR  VEHICLE 

1 1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 1 

COLLECTION 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

1 

CONTRACT/COMM 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

MED/PROF  MAL 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

REAL  PROPERTY 

3 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3 

NEGLIGENCE 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

WRONGFUL  DIS. 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

FAMILY/CHILD  LAW 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

CONST.  LIEN 

LEGEND:  S  -  settlement 

1 

0 

0 

0 

DIS 

0 

1 

dismissed 

D  -  default 

TR 

trial 

NOD  -  notice  of  discontinuance 


PETERBOROUGH  SUPREME  COURT 

DISPOSITION  TYPES  -  UNDEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES 


S  D  NOD  DIS  TR  TOTAL 


MOTOR  VEHICLE  0  0 

COLLECTION  0  2 

CONTRACT/COMM  1  0 

MED/PROF  MAL  0  0 

REAL  PROPERTY  0  3 

NEGLIGENCE  0  0 

WRONGFUL  DIS.  0  0 

FAMILY  /CHILD  LAW  0  0 

CONST.  LIEN  0  0 


4  0  0  4 

0  0  0  2 

0  0  0  1 

0  0  0  0 

10  0  4 

10  0  1 

0  0  0  0 

0  0  0  0 

0  10  1 


LEGEND:  S  -  settlement 
D  -  default 

NOD  -  notice  of  discontinuance 


DIS 

TR 


dismissed 

trial 


PETERBOROUGH  SUPREME  COURT 
TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  AND  SERVICE  OF  CLAIM 
FOR  ALL  CASES  WITH  PROOF  OF  SERVICE 


3.6 
3 

2.6 
2 

1.6 

1 

0.6 

0 


#  of  cuts 


3 


0  -  10  11  -2  0  21  -  30  31  -  40  41  -  60  61  -  60  61  ♦ 

elapsed  time  (days) 


NUMBER  OF  CASES  WITH  PROOF  OF  SERVICE  OF 
STATEMENT  OF  CLAIM  •  6  OF  67  OR  9% 

MEAN  TIME  FROM  FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  SERVICE 
-  14  DAYS 

MEDIAN  •  7  DAYS 

76TH  PERCENTILE  •  21  DAYS 

90TH  PERCENTILE  •  36  DAYS 


PETERBOROUGH  SUPREME  COURT 
TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  OF  CLAIM  AND  SERVICE 
OF  DEFENCE  FOR  ALL  DEFENDED  CASES 


#  OF  CASES 


8 


0-60  61-120  12 1*160  161-240  241-300  301-360  361-420  421-460  461  • 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 

DISPOSED  CASES  ES  UNDISPOSED  CASES 


TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  CASES  CONTAINING  A  STATEMENT 
OF  DEFENCE  •  32  OF  67  OR  66% 

MEAN  TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  OF  CLAIM  AND  SERVICE 
OF  DEFENCE  •  266  DAYS 

MEDIAN  •  161  DAYS 

76TH  PERCENTILE  •  368  DAYS 

90TH  PERCENTILE  •  685  DAYS 
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i 

PETERBOROUGH  SUPREME  COURT 

TIME  FROM  FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE 

•  A)  FOR  DISPOSED  CASES 

•  Total  number  of  disposed  cases  •  37 

•  Total  disposed  cases  containing  a  statement  of 
defence  •  24  or  65% 

•  Mean  filing  to  defence  time  ■  176  days 

•  Median  •  104  days 

•  75th  percentile  ■  186  days 

•  90th  percentile  •  443  days 


i 


•  B)  ALL  UNDISPOSED  CASES 

V 

•  Total  number  of  undisposed  cases  containing 
a  statement  of  defence  ■  8  of  20  or  40% 

•  Mean  number  of  days  from  filing  of  claim  to 
filing  of  defence  ■  537  days 

•  median  •  404  days 

•  75th  percentile  ■  731  days 

•  90th  percentile  ■  872  days 


I 


PETERBOROUGH  SUPREME  COURT 
TIME  FROM  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE  TO  DISPOSITION 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 

#  OF  CASES 

*>  OF  TOTAL 

0  -  365 

5 

21 

366  -730 

15 

63 

731  -  1095 

1 

4 

1096  -1461 

3 

■  13 

1461  + 

0 

0 

TOTAL 

24 

MEAN  TIME  FROM  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE 
TO  DISPOSITION  ■  629  DAYS 

MEDIAN  ■  668  DAYS 

75TH  PERCENTILE  •  718  DAYS 

90TH  PERCENTILE  -  1165  DAYS 
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PETERBOROUGH  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  DISPOSITION 
PERCENTILES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED  CASES 


1600 
1400 
1200 
1000 
800 
600 
400 
200 
0 

MEAN  MEDIAN  76TH  PERCENTILE90TH  PERCENTILE 


PERCENTILE 

ALL  DISPOSED  CASES  E3  DEFENDED  ♦  DI8P08ED 

UNDEFENDED  *  DI8P. 
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PETERBOROUGH  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
ALL  DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 

elapsed  time  (days) 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
FAMILY /CHILD  LrtY 
CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

0  200  400  600  S00  1000  1200  1400  1600 

■i  MEDIAN  E3  76TH  PERCENTILE 

□  *0TH  PERCENTILE 


PETERBOROUGH  SUPREME  COURT 

FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED 

CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 

CASE  TYPE  # CASES  MEAN  MEDIAN  76th  PERCENTILE 


motor  vehicle 

15 

725 

6BB 

B6B 

1295 

collection 

3 

33B 

53 

271 

653 

contract/comm 

3 

6BB 

427 

670 

11B9 

med/prof  mal. 

1 

614 

614 

614 

614 

real  property 

7 

314 

71 

5BB 

736 

negligence 

3 

534 

416 

554 

6B4 

wrongful  dis. 

2 

757 

431 

757 

953 

family/child  law 

1 

687 

6B7 

6B7 

6B7 

construction  lien 

2 

336 

213 

337 

3B6 

TOTAL  37 

(TIME  IS  MEASURED  IN  DAYS) 
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PETERBOROUGH  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
DEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 

elapsed  time  (days) 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
FAMILY /CHILD  LrtV 
CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

0  200  400  600  800  1000  1200  1400  1600 

■i  MEDIAN  E3  7STH  PERCENTILE 

CZZ3  #0TH  PERCENTILE 


PETERBOROUGH  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  DEFENDED  AND 
DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 


CASE  TYPE  # CASES  MEAN  MEDIAN  75th  PERCENTILE  fifil D 


motor  vehicle 

1 1 

698 

761 

1128 

1295 

collection 

1 

908 

908 

908 

90S 

contract/comm 

2 

964 

756 

984 

1120 

med/prof  mal. 

1 

614 

614 

614 

614 

real  property 

3 

675 

632 

734 

750 

negligence 

2 

626 

481 

626 

713 

wrongful  dis. 

2 

757 

431 

757 

953 

family/child  law 

1 

687 

687 

687 

687 

construction  lien 

1 

460 

460 

460 

460 

TOTAL  24 
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PETERBOROUGH  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
UNDEFENDED  &  DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 


elapsed  time  (days) 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMM  ERCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
FAMILY/CHILD  LrtV 
CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 


□ 


MEDIAN  ES 

•OTH  PERCENTILE 


76TH  PERCENTILE 


PETERBOROUGH  SUPREME  COURT 

FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  UNDEFENDED 

AND  DISPOSED  CASES 


CASE  TYPE  &CASES  MEAN  MEDIAN  75th  PERCENTILE  &£!£) 


motor  vehicle 

4 

246 

96 

161 

470 

collection 

2 

53 

46 

53 

56 

contract/comm 

1 

97 

97 

97 

97 

med/prof  mal. 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

real  property 

4 

44 

25 

44 

73 

negligence 

1 

351 

351 

351 

351 

wrongful  dis. 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

family/child  law 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

construction  lien 

1 

213 

213 

213 

213 

TOTAL 


13 
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PETERBOROUGH  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED 
CASES  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 


DISPO- 

NUMBER 

PERCENTILE 

SITION 

VARIABLE 

CASES 

MEAN 

MEDIAN 

15  TU 

•OTH 

S 

ALL  DISP. 

24 

771 

705 

868 

1178 

DEF+DISP 

23 

800 

715 

922 

1267 

UNDEF^DISP 

1 

97 

97 

97 

97 

D 

ALL  DISP. 

6 

65 

46 

66 

79 

DEF^DISP 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

UNDEF^DISP 

5 

65 

46 

56 

79 

NOD 

ALL  DISP 

6 

225 

98 

266 

475 

DEF+DISP 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

UNDEF^DISP 

e 

225 

98 

266 

475 

DIS 

ALL  DISP. 

2 

560 

213 

561 

769 

DEF*DISP 

1 

908 

908 

908 

908 

UNDEF^DISP 

1 

213 

213 

213 

213 

TR 

ALL  DISP 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

DEF+DlSP 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

UNDEF+DISP 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

PETERBOROUGH  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  ALL 
DISPOSED  CASES  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


SETTLEMENT  DEFAULT  NOTICE  OF  DIS.  DISMISSED  TRIAL 


TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 

MEAN  COMEDIAN  □  TETM  FE  NCENTILE  E3#0TH  PERCENTILE 
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PETERBOROUGH  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DEFENDED 
AND  DISPOSED  CASES,  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 
1400  I - 


SETTLEMENT  DEFAULT  NOTICE  OF  DIE.  DISMISSED  TRIAL 


TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 

MEAN  ESmEDIAN  IZ37ETH  FERCENTILE  E3  EOTH  PERCENTILE 


PETERBOROUGH  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DISPOSED 
&  UNDEFENDED  CASES,  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 

600  i - 


SETTLEMENT  DEFAULT  NOTICED  OF  DIS.  DISMISSED  TRIAL 


TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 


MEAN  ESmEDIAN  □  7«TH  PERCENTILE  E5*0TH  PERCENTILE 
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PETERBOROUGH  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DEFENDED 
CASES  WITH  NOTICES  OF  LISTING  FOR  TRIAL 

1400 
1200 
1000 
800 
600 
400 
200 
0 


#  OF  DAYS 


WEAN  WEDIAN  76TH  PERCENTILE  *0TH  PERCENTILE 

PERCENTILE 


#  OF  DEFENDED  CASES  WITH  LI8TINQS 
FOR  TRIAL  •  S 


PETERBOROUGH  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR 
PROPOSED  CASE  MANAGEMENT  TRACKS 

30 
26 
20 
16 
10 
6 
0 

FAST  (0-220)  STANDARD  (220-370)  COMPLEX  (370  *) 
TRACK  TYPE  (DAYS) 

■i  ALL  DISPOSED  CASES  ESS  DEFAULT  CASES  EXCL. 


#  OF  CASES 


i 
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PETERBORROUGH  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  PRE-TRIAL  AND  PRE-TRIAL  TO  DISP.  TIMES 


L  FILING  TO  PRETRIAL 

-  number  of  cases  with  a 
pre-trial  -  4  ( 7 %) 

-  mean  filing  to  pre-trial 
time  -  6B5  days 

-  median  *  522  days 

-  75th  percentile  *  673  days 

-  90th  percentile  *  1141  days 


II.  PRETRIAL  TO  DISPOSITION 

-  number  of  disposed  cases 
with  a  pre-trial*  3  [5%) 

-  mean  pre-trial  to  disp. 
time  -  97  days 

-  median  -  21  days 

-  75th  percentile  *  B2  days 
-  90th  percentile*  1B2  days 


•  TIME  FROM  NOTICE  OF  LISTING  FOR  TRIAL  TO 

PRE-TRIAL 

•  Number  of  cases  containing  a  notice  of  listing 
for  trial  and  a  pre-trial  date  ■  4  (7%) 

•  Mean  number  of  days  between  notice  of  listing  and 
first  pre-trial  ■  18  days 

•  Median  •  6  days 

•  75th  percentile  » 14  days 

•  00th  percentile  •  51  days 
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PETERBOROUGH  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  SURVEY  DATE  FOR  UNDISPOSED  CASES 

UNDISPOSED  DEFENDED  &  UNDEFENDED  & 

CASES  UNDISPOSED  UNDISPOSED 


*CASES 

20 

8 

12 

MEDIAN 

1458 

1360 

1512 

75TH  PERC. 

1571 

1541 

1571 

90TH  PERC. 

1610 

1627 

1604 

SURVEY  DATE 

WAS 

06/29/1990 

PETERBOROUGH  SUPREME  COURT 
FILING  TO  SURVEY  START  PERCENTILES 

DAYS 

2000  | - 


ALL  UNDISPD  DEFT)  &  UNDISP’D  UNDEFD  &  UNDISPD 


MEDIAN  ESS  7STM  PERCENTILE  CZ3  »0TH  PERCENTILE 


) 


» 


CIVIL  CASE  MANAGEMENT  STUDY 
PETERBOROUGH  DISTRICT  COURT 
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PETERBOROUGH  DISTRICT  COURT 
CASE  TYPE  BREAKDOWN 


CASE  TYPE 

.#  OF  CASES  (%) 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 

63  (31) 

COLLECTION 

56  (27) 

CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 

14  (7) 

MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 

1  (1) 

REAL  PROPERTY 

20  (10) 

NEGLIGENCE 

24  (12) 

WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 

6  (3) 

LANDLORD/TENANT 

1  (1) 

ESTATES 

1  (1) 

FAMILY/CHILD  LAW 

19  (9) 

CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

0  (0) 

TRUSTS 

0  (0) 

TOTAL 

205 

PETERBOROUGH  DISTRICT  COURT 

#  OF  DISPOSED  AND  UNDISPOSED  CASES 

CASE  TYPE 

»DISPOSED(%> 

*UNDISPOSED(tt> 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 

50  (31) 

13  (30) 

COLLECTION 

45  (26) 

11  (25) 

CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 

10  (6) 

4  (11) 

MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 

0(0) 

1  (1) 

REAL  PROPERTY 

17  (11) 

3  (7) 

NEGLIGENCE 

16  (11) 

6  (14) 

WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 

6  (4) 

0  (0) 

LANDLORD/TENANT 

0  (0) 

1  (1) 

ESTATES 

1  (1) 

0(0) 

FAMILY/  CHILD  LAA' 

14  (9) 

5  (11) 

CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

0  (0) 

0  (0) 

TRUSTS 

0  (0) 

0  (0) 

TOTAL 

161 

44 

) 
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PETERBOROUGH  DISTRICT  COURT 
DISPOSITION  TYPES 


of  the  44  undisposed 
c«mi,  7  had  filad  a 
atatamant  of  dafanca 


t 


PETERBOROUGH  DISTRICT  COURT 
DISPOSITION  TYPES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED  CASES 


S  D  NOD  DIS  TR  TOTAL 


MOTOR  VEHICLE  26 


COLLECTION  7 

CONTRACT/COMM  6 

MED/PROF  MAL  0 

REAL  PROPERTY  6 

NEGLIGENCE  10 

WRONGFUL  DIS.  5 

LANDLORD/TENANT  0 
ESTATES  1 

FAMILY /CHILD  LAW  11 
CONST.  LIEN  0 

TRUSTS  0 


3  19  1  1 

34  2  1  1 

110  0 

0  0  0  0 

4  4  0  1 

0  6  11 

0  0  0  1 

0  0  0  0 

0  0  0  0 

0  10  2 

0  0  0  0 

0  0  0  0 


50 

45 

10 

0 

17 

16 

6 

0 

1 

14 

0 

0 


LEGEND:  S  -  settlement 
D  -  default 

NOD  *  notice  of  discontinuance 


DIS  *  dismissed 
TR  -  trial 


« 
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PETERBOROUGH  DISTRICT  COURT 

DISPOSITION  TYPES  -  DEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES 


S  D  NOD  DIS  TR  TOTAL 


MOTOR  VEHICLE  22 


COLLECTION  6 

CONTRACT/COMM  7 
MED/PROF  MAL  0 
REAL  PROPERTY  6 
NEGLIGENCE  7 

WRONGFUL  DIS  4 
LANDLORD/TENANT  0 
ESTATES  1 

FAMILY/CHILD  LAW  6 
CONST.  LIEN  0 

TRUSTS  0 


0  110 
10  11 
0  0  0  0 
0  0  0  0 
10  0  1 
0  2  11 
0  0  0  1 
0  0  0  0 
0  0  0  0 
0  0  0  2 
0  0  0  0 
0  0  0  0 


24 
9 
7 
0 
e 
1 1 
5 
0 
1 

e 

o 

o 


LEGEND:  S  -  settlement 
D  -  default 

NOD  -  notice  of  discontinuance 


DIS  -  dismissed 
TR  -  trial 


PETERBOROUGH  DISTRICT  COURT 

DISPOSITION  TYPES  -  UNDEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES 


S  D  NOD  DIS  TR  TOTAL 


MOTOR  VEHICLE  4 
COLLECTION  1 

CONTRACT/COMM  1 
MED/PROF  MAL  0 
REAL  PROPERTY  2 
NEGLIGENCE  3 

WRONGFUL  DIS.  1 
LANDLORD/TENANT  0 
ESTATES  0 

FAMILY /CHILD  LAW  5 
CONST.  LIEN  0 

TRUSTS  0 


3  16  0  1 

33  2  0  0 

110  0 
0  0  0  0 

3  4  0  0 

0  4  0  0 

0  0  0  0 

0  0  0  0 

0  0  0  0 

0  10  0 
0  0  0  0 

0  0  0  0 


26 

36 

3 

0 

9 

7 

1 

0 

0 

6 

0 

0 


LEGEND:  S  -  settlement 
D  -  default 

NOD  -  notice  of  discontinuance 


DIS 

TR 


dismissed 

trial 
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PETERBOROUGH  DISTRICT  COURT 
TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  AND  SERVICE  OF  CLAIM 
FOR  ALL  CASES  WITH  PROOF  OF  SERVICE 


40 

36 
30 
26 
20 
16 
10 
6 
0 

0  -  10  11  -  20  21  -  30  31  -  40  41  -  60  61  -  60  61  ♦ 

elapsed  time  (days) 

I 


•  NUMBER  OF  CASES  WITH  PROOF  OF  SERVICE  OF 
STATEMENT  OF  CLAIM  -  63  OF  206  OR  26% 

•  MEAN  TIME  FROM  FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  SERVICE 
•  19  DAYS 

•  MEDIAN  •  7  DAYS 

•  76TH  PERCENTILE  •  18  DAYS 

•  90TH  PERCENTILE  •  46  DAYS 


i 
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PETERBOROUGH  DISTRICT  COURT 
TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  OF  CLAIM  AND  SERVICE 
OF  DEFENCE  FOR  ALL  DEFENDED  CASES 

60 
40 
30 
20 
10 
0 

Wm  DISPOSED  CASES  E23  UNDISPOSED  CASES 


#  OF  CASES 


-38 


0-60  61*120  121*160  161*240  241-900  301*960  361*420  421*460  461  * 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


•  TOTAL  NUMBER  OF  CASES  CONTAINING  A  STATEMENT 
OF  DEFENCE  •  80  OF  205  OR  39% 

•  MEAN  TIME  BETWEEN  FILING  OF  CLAIM  AND  SERVICE 
OF  DEFENCE  •  127  DAYS 

•  MEDIAN  ■  63  DAYS 

•  76TH  PERCENTILE  •  123  DAYS 

•  90TH  PERCENTILE  •  345  DAYS 
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PETERBOROUGH  DISTRICT  COURT 

TIME  FROM  FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE 

•  A)  FOR  DISPOSED  CASES 

•  Total  number  of  disposed  cases  •  161 

•  Total  disposed  cases  containing  a  statement  of 
defence  ■  72  or  45% 

•  Mean  filing  to  defence  time  »  103  days 

•  Median  »  52  days 

•  75th  percentile  ■  102  days 

•  90th  percentile  •  295  days 


•  B)  ALL  UNDISPOSED  CASES 

•  Total  number  of  undisposed  cases  containing 
a  statement  of  defence  •  7  of  44  or  16% 

•  Mean  number  of  days  from  filing  of  claim  to 
filing  of  defence  •  387  days 

•  median  •  55  days 

•  75th  percentile  •  626  days 

•  90th  percentile  •  988  days 
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PETERBOROUGH  DISTRICT  COURT 
TIME  FROM  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE  TO  DISPOSITION 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 

#  OF  CASES 

%  QF, IQJAL 

0  -  365 

29 

40 

366  -730 

25 

35 

731  -  1095 

15 

21 

1096  -1461 

3 

4 

1461  + 

0 

0 

TOTAL 

72 

» 


•  MEAN  TIME  FROM  SERVICE  OF  DEFENCE 
TO  DISPOSITION  ■  506  DAYS 

•  MEDIAN  ■  473  DAYS 

•  75TH  PERCENTILE  ■  699  DAYS 

•  90TH  PERCENTILE  ■  941  DAYS 


I 
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PETERBOROUGH  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  OF  CLAIM  TO  DISPOSITION 
PERCENTILES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED  CASES 


1200 

1000 

eoo 

600 

400 

200 

0 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


MEAN  MEDIAN  7BTH  PERCENTILE  BOTH  PERCENTILE 


ALL  DI8P08ED  CASE 8 
UNDEFENDED  •  DI8P. 


PERCENTILE 

CSS  DEFENDED  •  DISPOSED 
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PETERBOROUGH  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
ALL  DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 

elapsed  time  (days) 

MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
LANDLORD/TENANT 
ESTATES 
FAMILY/CHILD  L*V 
CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 
TRUSTS 

0  200  400  600  800  1000  1200  1400 

■I  MEDIAN  E2  76TH  PERCENTILE 

!!□  ®0TH  PERCENTILE 


W'.'AV- 


2E 


J_ I  I_ L 


PETERBOROUGH  DISTRICT  COURT 

FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED 

CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 

CASE  .TYPE  *  CASES  MEAN  MEDIAN  75th  PERCENTILE 


motor  vehicle 

50 

569 

455 

B96 

1051 

collection 

45 

151 

47 

143 

500 

contract/comm 

10 

419 

362 

539 

920 

med/prof  mal. 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

real  property 

17 

292 

96 

276 

1157 

negligence 

IB 

501 

43B 

B15 

940 

wrongful  dis. 

6 

327 

263 

410 

516 

landlord/tenant 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

estates 

1 

202 

202 

202 

202 

family/child  law 

14 

4B5 

293 

637 

1056 

construction  lien 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

trusts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TOTAL  161 

(TIME  IS  MEASURED  IN  DAYS) 
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PETERBOROUGH  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
DEFENDED  AND  DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 


elapsed  time  (days) 


MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 
CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 
MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 
REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 
WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 
LANDLORD/TENANT 
ESTATES 
FAMILY /CHILD  LrtV 
CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 
TRUSTS 


.^TTTmrrgs-, 


_L 


0  200  400  600  800  1000  1200  1400  1600 


MEDIAN 


E53  76TH  PERCENTILE 


□  ®0TH  PERCENTILE 


PETERBOROUGH  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  DEFENDED  AND 
DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 


CASE  TYPE  # CASES  MEAN  MEDIAN  75th  PERCENTILE  fiflib 


motor  vehicle 

24 

703 

625 

939 

1049 

collection 

9 

508 

216 

646 

703 

contract/comm 

7 

570 

403 

721 

924 

med/prof  maJ. 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

real  property 

e 

517 

167 

975 

1131 

negligence 

1 1 

601 

530 

800 

132  7 

wrongful  dis. 

5 

331 

248 

462 

521 

landlord/tenant 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

estates 

i 

202 

202 

202 

202 

family/child  law 

e 

702 

630 

965 

1117 

construction  lien 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

trusts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TOTAL  73 
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PETERBOROUGH  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR 
UNDEFENDED  &  DISPOSED  CASES  BY  CASE  TYPE 


elapsed  time  (days) 


MOTOR  VEHICLE 
COLLECTION 

jjj — 1 

CONTRACT/COMMERCIAL 

Bin 

MED/PROF  MALPRACTICE 

REAL  PROPERTY 
NEGLIGENCE 

WRONGFUL  DISMISSAL 

LANDLORD/TENANT 

ESTATES 

FAMILY/CHILD  LAW 

CONSTRUCTION  LIEN 

- 

TRUSTS 

: i_ i_ i_ i_ i 

0  200  400  S00  800  1000  1200 


■  MEDIAN  G3  76TH  PERCENTILE 

□  tOTH  PERCENTILE 


PETERBOROUGH  DISTRICT  COURT 

FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  UNDEFENDED 

AND  DISPOSED  CASES 


CASE  TYPE  # CASES  MEAN  MEDIAN  75th  PERCENTILE  fiDib 


motor  vehicle 

26 

445 

337 

614 

1043 

collection 

36 

62 

35 

79 

142 

contract/comm 

3 

66 

48 

60 

93 

med/prof  mal. 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

real  property 

9 

93 

67 

90 

136 

negligence 

7 

343 

75 

572 

695 

wrongful  dis. 

1 

307 

307 

307 

307 

landlord/tenant 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

estates 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

family/child  law 

6 

197 

200 

267  ■ 

279 

construction  lien 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

trusts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TOTAL  88 


12 


PETERBOROUGH  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  PERCENTILES  FOR  ALL  DISPOSED 
CASES  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 


DISPO- 

NUMBER 

PERCENTILE 

SITIQN 

VARIABLE 

CASES 

MEAN 

MEDIAN 

Zfilb 

S 

ALL  DlSP. 

76 

638 

430 

886 

1034 

DEF^DISP 

69 

604 

605 

930 

1051 

UNDEF+DISP 

•  17 

309 

181 

405 

743 

D 

ALL  DlSP. 

42 

79 

43 

79 

150 

DEF*DISP 

2 

40 

31 

40 

45 

UNDEF*DISP 

40 

81 

43 

79 

152 

NOD 

ALL  DlSP 

33 

344 

177 

428 

962 

DEF+DISP 

3 

420 

349 

531 

549 

UNDEF*DISP 

30 

336 

157 

382 

988 

DIS 

ALL  DlSP. 

3 

741 

686 

755 

924 

DEF+DISP 

3 

741 

586 

755 

924 

UNDEF+DISP 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TR 

ALL  DlSP 

7 

657 

637 

701 

902 

DEF+DlSP 

6 

740 

6-34 

723 

044 

UNDEF*D!SD 

1 

161 

161 

161 

161 

PETERBOROUGH  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  ALL 
DISPOSED  CASES  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 

ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 

1200i - - 


SETTLEMENT  DEFAULT  NOTICE  OF  Dl*.  DiaiMIMED  TRIAL 


TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 


MEAN  COMEDIAN  □  7ETH  PE RC ENTILE  ES  *0TH  PERCENTILE 
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PETERBOROUGH  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DEFENDED 
AND  DISPOSED  CASES,  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 

1200 
1000 
600 
600 
400 
200 
0 

■  mean  EXJmEDIAN  □  7*TH  FE MC ENTILE  E3  E0TH  FENCENTILE 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


SETTLEMENT  DEFAULT  notice  of  die.  DIEMIEEED  tkial 


TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 


PETERBOROUGH  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DISPOSED 
&  UNDEFENDED  CASES,  BY  DISPOSITION  TYPE 


ELAPSED  TIME  (DAYS) 


TYPE  OF  DISPOSITION 


mean  EXHmedian  Dtith  fencentile  E2#oth  percentile 
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PETERBOROUGH  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR  DEFENDED 
CASES  WITH  NOTICES  OF  LISTING  FOR  TRIAL 


1400 

1200 

1000 

600 

600 

400 

200 

0 


#  OF  DAYS 


MEAN  MEDIAN  7ETH  PERCENTILE  tOTM  PERCENTILE 

PERCENTILE 


#  OF  DEFENDED  CASES  WITH  LISTINGS 
FOR  TRIAL  •  SB 


PETERBOROUGH  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  DISPOSITION  TIMES  FOR 
PROPOSED  CASE  MANAGEMENT  TRACKS 


#  OF  CASES 


TRACK  TYPE  (DAYS) 


ALL  DISPOSED  CASES  E3  DEFAULT  CASES  EXCL 
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PETERBOROUGH  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  PRE-TRIAL  AND  PRE-TRIAL  TO  DISP.  TIMES 


l  FILING  TO  PRETRIAL 

-  number  of  cases  with  a 
pre-trial  •  29  (14%) 

-  mean  filing  to  pre-trial 
time  *  688  days 

-  median  -  649  days 

-  75th  percentile  *  761  days 

-  90th  percentile  *  1001  days 


II.  PRETRIAL  TO  DISPOSITION 

-  number  of  disposed  cases 
with  a  pre-trial*  29(18%) 

-  mean  pre-trial  to  disp. 
time  ■  102  days 

-  median  *  52  days 

-  75th  percentile  -151  days 
-  90th  percentile  -264  days 


•  TIME  FROM  NOTICE  OF  LISTING  FOR  TRIAL  TO 

PRE-TRIAL 

•  Number  of  cases  containing  a  notice  of  listing 
for  trial  and  a  pre-trial  date  •  25  (12%) 

•  Mean  number  of  days  between  notice  of  listing  and 
first  pre-trial  ■  42  days 

•  Median  ■  44  days 

•  75th  percentile  ■  73  days 

•  90th  percentile  •  87  days 
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PETERBOROUGH  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  SURVEY  DATE  FOR  UNDISPOSED  CASES 

UNDISPOSED  DEFENDED  &  UNDEFENDED  & 

CASES  UNDISPOSED  UNDISPOSED 


#CASES 

44 

7 

37 

MEDIAN 

1437 

1346 

1437 

TSTH  PERC. 

1502 

1559 

1505 

90TH  PERC. 

1581 

1583 

1578 

SURVEY  DATE 

WAS 

06/29/1990 

PETERBOROUGH  DISTRICT  COURT 
FILING  TO  SURVEY  START  PERCENTILES 

1©00 
1600 
1400 
1200 
1000 
800 
600 
400 
200 
0 


DAYS 


ALL  UNDISPD  DEFT)  &  UNDISP’D  UNDEFD  &  UNDISPD 


HR  MEDIAN  E3  7§TH  PERCENTILE  □  tOTH  PERCENTILE 
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